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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A Phase I remedial investigation (RI) was conducted for the Ewa Junction Fuel Drumming Facility
(EJFDF), Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Hawaii. The Phase II Rl area includes the EIFDF and an offsite
watercress farm area downgradient of the facility, near the shore of Pearl Harbor. The Phase II RI
supplements a Phase I RI completed at the facility in 1996 (Ogden 1996), and provides additional
data and analysis of the potential offsite impact of a motor gasoline (MOGAS) relcase.

In March 1971, vandals activated an EJFDF underground storage tank fuel pump, releasing
approximately 315,000 gallons of MOGAS to the ground surface. At least 250,000 gallons infiltrated
into the subsurface. Approximately 100,000 gallons of the infiltrated fuel were recovered from an
interceptor trench and recovery wells, Free-phase MOGAS has not been observed in over 10 years;
however, dissolved MOGAS constituents, such as benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes
(BTEX), have been detected in near-surface caprock groundwater beneath the facility (30-90 feet
below ground surface). The Navy’s major concern has been potential offsite transport of MOGAS
constituents dissolved in the caprock groundwater to the watercress farm area or Pearl Harbor. The
Phase I RI concluded that MOGAS constituents are not likely to migrate beyond the site boundary at
concentrations that would threaten human health or the environment, but recommended continued
groundwater monitoring, including offsite groundwater sampling.

Phase I RI Sampling and Analysis Program

The primary objective of the Phase 1T RI was to further evaluate the potential for offsite transport of
dissolved MOGAS constituents in the caprock groundwater. During the first Phase II RI sampling
round (June-July 1998), existing onsite caprock groundwater monitoring wells were sampled;
subsurface soil and groundwater samples were collected from new offsite borings, direct-push
microwells, and monitoring wells; and offsite surface soil, surface water, and sediment samples were
collected. In the second sampling round (approximately | vear after the first round), groundwater
samples were collected from the onsite monitoring wells, offsite monitoring wells, and offsite
artesian wells that supply water from a deep, confined basal aquifer to the watercress fields. The
groundwater samples were analyzed for total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH), volatile organic
compounds (VOCs), semivolatile organic compounds (SVOCs), lead, and other priority pollutant
metals, as well as hydrogeochemical parameters indicative of hydrocarbon bioremediation.

Phase 11 BI Analvtical Results

Phase I RI analytical results indicate that contaminants associated with the MOGAS release have
remained almost completely within the site boundary, in subsurface soils and caprock groundwater
near the MOGAS source. The maximum total BTEX groundwater concentration detected in 1999
was less than 600 parts per billion (ppb), much lower than the 4,200 ppb detected in the last Phase |
RI sampling round (1994), In offsite groundwater, no BTEX compounds were detected except in one
of the microwells, where toluene was detected at about 1ppb. (The Safe Drinking Water Act
maximum contaminant level for toluene is 1,000 ppb.) MOGAS constituents were not detected in the
artesian wells, nor in surface soil, surface water, or sediment samples from the farm area.

Very low lead concentrations (well below risk-based screening criteria) were detected 1 offsite
subsurface soils, and in monitoring well groundwater samples collected both on and off site. Higher
lead levels were detected in turbid {unfiltered) groundwater samples collected from some of the
offsite microwells. However, the microwell samples contained high levels of suspended solids,
suggesting that the lead is associated with suspended soil particles. The spatial distribution of lead
and other metals in the caprock water-bearing zone indicates that the MOGAS release is not a
significant metals source. Lead was also detected in offsite surface soil, sediment, and (unfiltered)
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surface water samples. The lead detected in surface water is also likely to be assoviated with
suspended soil particles, Lead levels detected in the sediment and surface water samples are
consistent with the lead levels detected in offsite surface soil. The overall distribution of lead in
investigation area soil, proundwater, surface water, and sediment indicates that the lead is not
associated with the MOGAS release.

Heavy-molecular-weight SVOCs (C16-C22 hydrocarbon range) with high boiling points were
detected throughout the offsite area, but were not detected in onsite caprock groundwater, MOGAS
constituents are typically restricted to VOCs and lightweight SVOCs (C3-C12 hydrocarbon range)
with low boiling points. Boiling point distillation data for EJFDF MOGAS samples collected in 1971
confirm that the product released at the site did not contain heavy SVOCs. Therefore, the heavy
SVOCs detected off site are not likely to be related to the MOGAS release. Heavy SVOCs are
commeonly associated with asphalt pavement, heavy fuel products, and combustion emissions {eg.,
vehicle exhaust). Heavy SVOCs are relatively immobile in the aqueous phase due to their low
solubility and high affinity for organic matter; this provides further evidence that the MOGAS
release is not likely to be the SVOC source, Offsite sediment SVOC levels were similar to offsite
sutface soil SVOC levels, suggesting that the SYOCs are sorbed to soil particles,

Low levels of bis(2-ethylhexylphthalate (BEHP) were also detected at surface sampling locations
throughout the offsite area. Relatively high BEHP concentrations were detected in sediment and
surface water samples collected near a storm sewer outfall to the harbor. BEHP is a common
contaminant in urban stormwater runoff; therefore, the MOGAS release is not likely to be the BEHP
source.

Natural Attenuation of MOGAS Hydroecarbons in Caprock Groundwater

Soluble MOGAS constituents (primarily BTEX) that remain in on site subsurface soil may leach to
the caprock water-bearing zone and migrate toward the offsite area in the aqueous phase. However,
hydrocarbons dissolved in groundwater are subject to attenuation by natural processes, including
biodegradation. The extent and magnitude of biodegradation were assessed by evaluating caprock
groundwater electron acceptor concentrations (dissolved oxygen, nitrate, iron, sulfate, and carbon
dioxide). Microorganisms that occur naturally in soil and groundwater consume electron acceptors as
they degrade petroleum hydrocarbons. The core of the caprock groundwater contaminant plume
strongly correlates with depleted electron aceeptor concentrations—evidence that biodegradation 1s
an important natural attenuation process at the EJFDF. Very significant reductions m caprock
groundwater hydrocarbon concentrations were observed with both time and distance downgradient
of the MOGAS release area. Phase II RI results indicate that natural attenuation reduces caprock
groundwater total BTEX concentrations to less than 10 ppb within approximately 400 feet
downgradient of the MOGAS source. Groundwater modeling results indicate that MOGAS
constituents will not reach the offsite area at concentrations that would threaten human or ecological
receptors, and-that BTEX concentrations in onsite groundwater should reach very low levels withm
the next decade. B kil

Offsite Transport of MOGAS Contaminants

Phase 11 RI data indicate that pathways for transport of residual onsite contamination to human or
ecological receptors are either incomplete or insignificant. Groundwater sampling data indicate that
MOGAS constituents have not migrated off site at significant levels. Furthermore, hydrogeological
evidence and analytical data indicate that the caprock groundwater discharges directly to Pearl
Harbor, and does not reach the ground surface in the watercress farm area. Caprock water table
elevations are at least 2 feet below the bottoms of the watercress patches (which are irrigated with
water from artesian wells screened in the deep, confined basal aquifer), and there is no evidence of
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springs or seeps. Due to natural attenuation and dilution that occurs when caprock groundwater
discharges to the harbor, it is highly unlikely that contaminants from the EJFDF could reach Pearl
Harbor at concentrations that would pose risks to human or ecological receptors. Contanunants
dissolved in the caprock groundwater cannot migrate downward to the confined basal aquifer (the
main drinking water source for offsite farm residents). The hydraulic gradient across the low-
permeability ~confining strata between the -basal aquifer-and the caprock water-bearing zotie is
directed upward; any leakage through the confining strata would therefore also be directed upward.

Human Health and Ecelogical Risks
from Non-MOGAS-Related Contaminants

Risks associated with direct exposure to the non-MOGAS-related contaminants detected in the
offsite area were assessed for offsite human receptors (farm workers, residents, and utility workers)
and for ecological receptors. Results of the human health risk assessment indicate that offsite
contaminants do not pose unacceptable risks to human receptors, Results of the ecological risk
assessiment: indicate that -offsite contaminants (non-sue-related - lead and: SVOCs) may - pose
unacceptable risks to offsite ecological receptors; however, the risks are overestimated due to the use
of maximum detected concentrations of chemicals of potential ecological coneern.

Phase 11 BRI Conclusions and Becommendations

Phase I RI results confirm the Phase 1 RI conclusion that the MOGAS constituents remaining at the
site are not likely to threaten buman: health-or the environment. An extensive body of groundwater
monitoring - data -indicates- that -natural -attenuation  has greatly decreased -caprock -groundwater
contaminani concentrations over the 28 years since the MOGAS release, and reduces concentrations
to very low levels well before the groundwater reaches the downgradient site boundary. Maximum
groundwater hvdrocarbon concentrations detected during the Phase 1 R are below chemical-specific
applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements (ARARs) and to-be-considered (TBC) criteria
identified for the caprock water-bearing zone. The caprock is not a current or potential future
drinking water source, and dissolved hydrocarbons cannot nugrate to the underlying confined basal
aguifer. Therefore, National Recommended Water Quality Criferia. and more stringent Hawaii
Chrome Water Quality Standards were identified as chemical-specific ARARs. For those chemicals
without ARARs, Hawan Tier 1 action levels for sites where drinking water sources are not
threatened and with less than 200 centimeters annual rainfall were identified as TBCs. Contaminant
concentrations detected during the Phase 1I Rl are compared to these risk-based screening criteria in
Table ES-1.

Phase I and Phase II RI findings and risk assessment results provide strong evidence that MOGAS
constituents remaining in-subsurface sail and caprock groundwater near the MOGAS source pose nio
currentor future human health or ecological thredts. Therefore, no further action is recommended for
the EJFDF.

fil
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Table ES-1: Summary of Phase || Rl Analytical Resulls

Caprock Basal Suhsurface Surface Surface
Cantaminant Type Groundwater Groundwater Soil Sail Sediment Water
MOGAS-Related
BTEX Below ND Below HD ND ND
screening seraening
criferia criteria
1,2~ Dichloroethane Below MO Below ND ND N
seregning soresning
criteria critefia
Light-end SVOCs Below ND Below HD ND Below
screening screening sereening
criteria criteria criteria
Lead Below MO Below Detected but 1 Detected bul | Detecled but
SCrEening scresning not MOGAS- not MOGAS- * not MOGAS-
criteria criteria related relalad related
Mot MOGAS Related
VOCs (laboratory Below ND Below HD Below Below
contaminanis) screening screening sCresening soreening
criteria criteria criteria criferia
Heavy-end SV0OCs Below D Below Below human Above Above
{including screening screening health screening sereening
phthalates) criteria criteria screening criteria criteria
writeria; above
ecological
sereening
criteria
Metals (including Abtve Balow Below Below human Above Above
fead not MOGAS- Screening screening screening health ecological ecological
related) criteria criteria criteria soreening screening screening
Griteria; above criterig criteria
ecological
seresening
criteria
ND = not detected
v
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Endangered Species Act
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Fleet and Industrial Supply Center
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Hawaii Administrative Rules
Hawail Coastal Zone Management Law
Health Effects Assessment Sumumary Tables
hazard index

half-life

Harding Lawson Associates
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hour

health risk assessment

Hawaii Revised Statutes
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Hawait Well Construction Standards
initial assessment study

indicator chemical
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Inorganic Laboratory Method
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MW mwioniioring well
NCP National Oil and Hazardous Substances Contingency Plan
NEESA MNaval Energy and Environmental Support Activity
NFA no further action
HNOAA National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
NOEC no-observed-cffect concentration
MOAEL na-ohserved-adverse-effect level
NRC MNational Research Counel
NEWQC National Recommended Water Quality Cnteria (Federal Clean Water
Act)
NTU nephelometric turbidity unit
OLM Organic Laboratory Method
PACDIV Pacific Division, United States Navy
PACNAVFACENGCOM = Pacific Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Conmumand
PAH polynucledr aromatic hydrocarbon
PAL performance acceptance Hmit
PARCC precision, dceuracy, representativeness, comparability, and completeness
PE performmance evaluation
PEL probable effect level
BID photoionization detector
ppm parts per million
ppmy parts per million by volume
PRE prehiminary risk evaluation
PRG prelminary remediation goal
PVC polyvinyl chloride
QC quality control
RAGS Risk Assessment Guidance for Superfund
RBCA Risk-Based Corrective Action
RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
REC reference concentration
RID reference dose
RI remedial investigation
EME reasonable maximmum exposure
RPD relative percent difference
RPF relative potency factor
SAP sampling and analysis plan
SARA Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act
SDWA Safe Drinking Water Act
sec second
SERA sereening ecological risk assessment
SiM selective 1on monitoring
SLTH Sunn, Low, Tom, and Hara
SMCL secondary maximum contaminant Jevel
S0B sediment quality benchmark
SQC sediment quality criteria
SSL soil screening level
sUF site use factor
SYOC semivolatile organic compound
W solid waste
TBC to be constdered
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TCA trichloroethane
TCE trichloroethene
TD5s total dissolved solids
TEL threshold effect level
TFH total fuel hydrocarbons
T™MB trimethylbenzene
Too total organic carbon
TPH total petroleum hydrocarbons
TRV toxicity reference value
TVH total volatile hydrocarbons
UCL upper confidence limit
UF uncertamty factor
usc United States Code
USDA United States Department of Agriculture
USDW underground source of drinking water
LISFWS Enited States Fish and Wildlife Service
usT underground storage tank
YOC volatile organic compound
WQs water quality standards (Hawaii Department of Health)
yr year

vt
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1. INTRODUCTION

Phase 1 of the Remedial Investigation (RI) for the Ewa Junction Fuel Drumming Facility (EJEDE),
Fleet and Industrial Supply Center (FISC), Pearl Harbor, Oshu; Hawail, was conducted in 1992-
1995 (Ogden 1996), It focused primarily on the nature and extent of onsite contamination fom a
motor gasoline tMOGAS) release that-occurred at the EJIFDF in 1971,

Phase II of the RI continues the investigation in the onsite area and adds a detailed investigation of
the offsite agricultural and wetland areas located downgradient of the EJFDF. The scope of the
investigation was expanded to further evaluate the potential for contamination from the MOGAS
release to impact human or ecological receptors in the offsite area.

This Phase II RI report has been prepared for the Pacific Division, Naval Facilities Engineering
Command (PACNAVFACENGCOM) under the Comprehensive Long-Term Environmental Action
MNavy (CLEAN) I contract no. N62742-94-D-0048, contract task order {CTO) no. D033, The Phase
I RI was conducted according to guidance presented m the Navy/Marine Corps Installation
Restoration Mannal (DON 1997) and Guidance for Conducting Remedial Investigations and
Feasibility Studies under CERCLA (EPA 1988h).

1.1 PROJECT SETTING

Ag shown in Figure 1-1, the EJFDF is located north of the Middle Loch of Pearl Harbor, on the
Island of Oahu, Hawaii. The southern boundary of the site is 250-700 feet from the shore of Middle
Loch. The area investigated during the Phase II Rl includes the 44-acre EJFDF site and the offsite
arca between the BEJFDF and the shoreline. The location of the EIFDF relative to Middle Loch and

the surrounding area is shown in Figure 1-2; the layout of the mvestigation area is shown in Figure
1-3.

The elevation of the Phase IT RI investigation area ranges from sea level along the shore of Middle
Loch to approximately. 100 feet above mean sea level (msl) near the northern boundary of the
EJEDE,

Structures at the EJFDF include two 585,000-gallon (88-foot-diameter, 13-foot-deep) concrete-lined
underground storage tanks (USTs), a fuel drumming facility (Building 9), and associated piping. The
USTs, designated S-26 and 8S-27, were used to store MOGAS and aviation gasoline (AVGAS).
Locations of the USTs and other pertinent EJDFDF features are illusirated in Figure 1-3. Vegetation
has overerown the strictures due to inachivity atthe site.

Agricultural activity in the agricultural and wetlands area south of the EJFDF is dominated by
watercress cultivation, The watercress is grown in shallow ponds and patches {1-2 feet deep), which
are filled with a few inches of gravel and flooded to a depth of 3-4 inches. Water from the ponds
and patches and a stream adjoining the site drains to the Middle Loch of Pearl Harbor. A paved
bicycle path parallels the shoreline and separates the agricultural area from marsh areas and
mangrove swamps along the edge of the harbor.

1.2 EJFDF HISTORY

The EJFDFE was constructed in 1943 as a-fuel drumming and transportation terminal; #t-has been
inactive since the early 1970s. According to g 1972 PACNAVFACENGCOM report (Mau 1972),
vandals activated a UST 8-26 fuel pump on 12 March 1971, releasmg an estimated 315,000 gallons
of MOGAS to the ground swrface next to the UST. A pool of MOGAS 1-2 feet deep and
approximately 150 feet in diameter was discovered the next morning. Navy personnel pumped as

11

AR00029809



November 2000 Phase Il Rl EJFDF; FISC, Pearl Harbor Introduction

much of the pooled surface fuel as possible—approximately 32,000 gallons—back into UST 5-26;
the remaining fuel infiltrated into the ground or evaporated.

According to the State of Hawaii Department of Health (DOHpa1}), the EJFDF site is scheduled to
be transferred to the State Hawaiian Home Lands Department. If the land transfer goes forward, the
EJFDF site may be developed for residential purposes in the future. It is important to note, however,
that the offsite area between the southern boundary of the EJFDF and Pearl Harbor is private
property (not Navy property), and neither transfer nor development is planned.

1.3  PREVIOUS INVESTIGATIONS

Previous efforts to contain and remediate contamination associated with the 1971 MOGAS release
and environmental investigations at the EIFDF are summarized below,

1.3.1  Initial Investigation and Interim Removal Actions—F. K. Y. Mau (1871-1872)

F. K. Y. Mau, a PACNAVFACENGCOM sanitary engineer, described the MOGAS release and
initial efforts to recover or contain the MOGAS (Mau 1972}, According to the report, the Navy
drilled 24 monitoring wells (4-inch diameter) at the site to delineate the extent of MOGAS floating
on the water table. Significant quantities of MOGAS were observed floating on the caprock water
table in six of the monitoring wells. The maximum free product thickness, § feet, was observed in a
mionitoring well located approximately 100 feet downpgradient of UST 5-26. A 16-inch-diameter
recovery well was installed at each of the six moniforing locations. Significant quantities of fuel
were pumped from three of the recovery wells; however, recovery proved to be impractical at the
other three recovery well locations, presumably due to the relatively impermeable nature of the
surrounding soil. The Navy contimued to monitor the horizontal extent and thickness of free product
in the 4-inch diameter monitoring wells untl late 1973,

Following recovery well installation, an interceptor trench was constructed along the southern
boundary of the site to recover free product and prevent contaminants from migrating into the offsite
agricultural and wetlands area. The approxunate location of the trench is illustrated in Figure 1-3.
The trench was approximately 27 feet deep and penetrated approximately 5 feet below the water
table., The downgradient wall of the trench was lined with an impermeable membrane to prevent
lateral movement of the MOGAS, A skimming tank was installed to recover free product floating on
the water table. The trench was completed in late April 1971; at the same time, MOGAS was
detected in monitoring holes approximately 200 feet upgradient of the southern site boundary. On
12 May 1971, free product was first observed in the trench, and recovery efforts were initiated. The
field observations indicate that the trench was completed in time to intercept the free product before
it could migrate off site.

1.3.2  Sunn, Low, Tom, and Hara (1974-1975)

According to the report of a 1974-1975 investigation by Sunn, Low, Tom, and Hara (SLTH), the
recovery wells and interceptor trench were operated for approximately | year, after which the Navy
estimated that approximately 100,500 gallons of fuel had been either recovered. or evaporated
(SLTH 1975). SLTH estimated the extent of the area originally contacted by free product to be
approximately 180,000 square feet. Figure 1-4 shows the area originally contacted by free product,
as indicated by field observations between 1971 and 1989 (the last vear free product was observed at
the site).

AR00029810
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SL.TH monitored the extent and thickuiess of free product in 1974 and 1975, and estimated that free
product thickness decreased by approximately 0.5-1.0 feet per year between early 1971 and early
1975, By early 1975, measured free product thickness was at or very close to zero, except in two
monitoring holes  located immediately downgradient of UST 8-26 (where thicknesses were
approximately 0.3 and 0.8 feet). SLTH also collected soil samples from nine new soil borings and
tested for fuel by chemical oxygen demand analysis. Fuel was detected in all but one soil sample.
SLTH recommended extending and reactivating the interceptor trench to prevent contanination
from migrating beyond the southermn boundary of the site.

1.3.3 Naval Energy and Environmental Support Activity (1983)

The Naval Energy and Environmental Support Activity (NEESA) condueted an mitial assessment
study (IAS) in October 1983 (NEESA 1983). Although the EJIFDF site was identified as potentially
contarmninated, a confirmation study was not recommended.

1:3.4 -Environmental Science and Engineering {1988)

In October and November 1989, Environmental Science and Engmneering (ESE) collected subsurface
soil samples from borings drilled around the perimeters of UST 5-26 and UST S-27 (ESE 19903
Elevated concentrations of total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH), toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene
were detected in subsurface soil surrounding UST 8-26. TPH, toluene, cthylbenzene, and xylene
were also detected m subsurface soil surrounding UST 8-27, but concentrations were below sample
quantitation hmats.

1.3.5. Harding Lawson Associates {1888-1880)

Harding Lawson Associates (HLA) reported that significant concentrations of lead and benzene,
toluene; ethylbenzene, and xvlenes (BTEX) were detected in subsurface soil and groundwater
samples from nine new borings/monitoring wells and several of the previously existing monitoring
wells at the site {(HLA 1990). HLA concluded that MOGAS-contaminated soil may slowly release
soluble hydrocarbons and lead to the shallow caprock water-bearing zone. The maximum total
BTEX concentration - detected in the caprock groundwater (10.07 milligrams per liter [me/L]) was
detected in a sample collected in March 1989 from monitoring well (MW)-2, located immediately
adjacent to UST S-26. Floating free product was observed in only one of the monitoring wells,
MW-6, located at the northeast end of the mterceptor trench. The maximum free product thickness
measured in MW-6 was 0.18 feet. HLA did not detect BTEX or lead in groundwater samples from
two offsite artesian wells that tap the deep confined basal aquifer that underlies and is confined by
caprock sediments. HLA recommended modifications to the existing interceptor trench, recovery of
free product from MW-6, and an assessment of risks to human health and the environment.

1.3.6 Masa Fujioka & Associales (19911892}

In February and March 1992, Masa Fujioka & Associates (MFA) completed 10 hand-auger soil
borings, installed 11 borings/monitoring wells, and collected 61 soil vapor probe measurements
(MFA 1992). Seil, groundwater, and soil vapor sampling results indicated that contaminants from
the 1971 MOGAS release still existed in both soil and groundwater, particularly in the area
downgradient of the contaminant source, UST S-26. MFA also reported that soil and groundwater
contamination were detected in monitoring well ER21 {downgradient of UST §-27), but not in Ef-
22 (upgradient of UST 8-27). MFA suggested thig could indicate leakage from UST §-27. Mmor
concenirations of TPH were detected it wroundwater samples collected in the northeast corner of the
site; however, soil contamination was not detected, suggesting that groundwater contamination in
this area may be due o an offsite source.
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1.3.7. Phase | Remedial Investigation—0Ogden (18821985}

Phase T RI field activities included a soil gas survey, hydrogeologic investigation, and chenucal
analysis of surface soil, subsurface soil, and groundwater samples (Ogden 1996). The field data
were evaluated and interpreted to charactenize the nature and extent of contamination, assess human
health and-ecological risks, and make recommendations for further action.

Soil Gas. Soil gas samples were collected at 44 locations from depths up to 27 feet below ground
surface (bgs). Volatile hydrocarbons were detected at only two locations, both downgradient of UST
5-26. The maximum detected total volatile hydrocarbon (TVH) coneentration was only 2.0 parts per
million by volume. BTEX compounds were not detected in the soil gas. The report concluded that
contaminants transported via the air pathway are not likely to threaten human or ecological
receptors, because vapor-phase contaminant concentrations detected in the subsurface have been
very low.

Gronndwater. Groundwater samples and water level measurements were collected from 21 onsite
wells that penetrate the caprock water-bearing zone both up- and downgradient of UST 5-26. Four
groundwater samphing rounds were completed over a 27-month period {May 1992 to August 19543,
at intervals of approximately 9 months. The caprock groundwater flows generally southward, from
the EJFDF toward the offsite agricultural and wetlands area and the shore of Pearl Harbor. Free
product has not been detected in any monitoring wells since the HLA investigation in 1989,
Therefore; the Phase | RI report concluded-that migration of dissolved {aguepus-phase) MOGAS
constituents {(such as BTEX) within the caprock water-bearing zone is the only pathway at the
EJFDF likely to transport significant quantities of contaminants.

Caprock groundwater is not used for human consumpbion i the vicinity of the site. In addition,
caprock groundwater in this area 15 not considered a viable source of pomable water due to the low
hydraulic conductivity associated with the water-bearing zone and relatively high concentrations of
total dissolved solids (TDS). Caprock groundwater conditions beneath the EJFDF are discussed in
detail in-Section 3.8.2,

The following aqueous-phase contaminants were detected in groundwater samples collected during
the Phase T RI monitoring prograns

s TPH
= “Total lead

= Volatiie organic compounds (VOUs), as follows:

-~ methylene chloride ~ trichloroethane (TCA)
=. gcctone = benzene

— chloromethane ~ toluene

= hexare -~ ethylbehzeéne

1,2-dichloroethane (1,2-DCA)

i

mietd~, para- and ortha-xylene

» . Sermivolatile organic compounds {(SVOCs), as follows:

—phenol — - acenaphthalene

112
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~ d-methylphenol = diethylphthalate
woPdedimethviphenod - fluorene

- naphthalene ~  n-nitrosodiphenylamine

= methylnaphthalene —  phenanthrene

— 2-chloronaphthalene ~ di-n-butylphthalate

~— dimethylphthalate ~-  bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate (BEHP})

The common laboratory contaminants methylene chloride and acetone were detected at low
concentrations and apparently do not represent an onsite source, Chloromethane and TCA were each
detected only in single groundwater samples. Neither chloromethane nor TCA are compounds
associated with MOGAS. This lack of association and the limited distribution of these two VOCs
suggest that they are not directly related to the MOGAS spill. The other listed VOCs and the
naphthalene and phenolic compounds listed as SVOCs are commonly present in gasoline; they are
therefore likely related to the 1971 MOGAS release. The other SVOCs, including phthalates,
acenaphthalene, fluorene, and phenanthrene, that were detected in groundwater samples collected
dovngradient of UST $-26 may be related to other petroleum product releases in the site vicinity.

BTEX compounds are considered the contaminants of greatest concern at the EJFDF due to their
toxicity and potential to migrate in the aqueous phase. Benzene is of particular concern due to its
retatively high solubility, high initial concentration, toxicity, persistence, and mobility. Elevated
BTEX concentrations were detected in Phase I RI groundwater samples collected from monitoring
wells that penetrate the caprock water-bearing zone downgradient of UST 8-26. The maximum
concentration of total BTEX in groundwater {8.53 mg/L) was detected in a sample collected in May
1992 from MW-2, located directly adjacent to UST $-26. The maximum concentration of total
BTEX detected in a sample collected in May 1992 at MW was 0.331 mg/l.. MW-4 is located just
within the site boundary, approximately 700 feet downgradient of UST §-26. The reduction in total
BTEX concentrations suggests that significant natural attenuation occurs as the contaminants
niigrate downgradient,

The maximum lead concentration (325 mucrograms per liter [ug/L]) was detected in a groundwater
sample collected from a monitoring well downgradient of UST 5-26. Relatively high lead
conicentrations were also detected in several other wells downgradient of UST §-26. Because total
lead concentrations in samples collected from the *background” well (MW-20) ranged from less
than 1.0 pg/L to 2.6 pg/L, the Phase T RI concluded that the lead detected downgradient of UST
$-26 may be attributable to the 1971 MOGAS release, leaks from onsite pipelines, or leaking
regional distribution pipelines upgradient of the EIFDF.

Although contaminant concentrations detected in groundwater samples collected on site have
declined in the vears since the release, temporary increases have been observed when samphng has
been conducted during wet seasons. The Phase I RI report suggests that these temporary increases
may be the result of one of the following:

» Increased leaching of contaminants from the vadose zone due to rainwater infiltration

»  Increased contaminant dissolution due to the greater volume of contaminated soil in contact
with groundwater when the groundwater table is lngh
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Contaminants related to the MOGAS release were not detected in groundwater samples collected
from the artesian wells that tap the confined basal aquifer downgradient of the site. The
hydrogeologic characteristics of the investigation area tend to prevent leakage from the caprock
water-bearing zone into the underlying basal aguifer. A thick sequence of low-permeability silty
¢lays isolates the caprock water-bearing zone from the basal aquifer. In addition, the hydraulic
gradient across the low-permeability confining strata between the two groundwater bodies is
directed upward—from the basal aquifer toward the caprock water-bearing zone. Any leakage
through the confining strata would, therefore, also be directed upward. The caprock water-bearing
zone and the underlying confined basal aquifer are described in detail m Section 3.8.

Phase 1 RI sampling results indicate that caprock groundwater contaminant concentrations decrease
to very low levels as the plume migrates downgradient. In addition, the Phase I RI report suggests
that dilution by uncontaminated artesian well water used to irrigate the offsite agricultural area or
seawater would greatly reduce concentrations of any groundwater contaminants that may be
discharged from the caprock water-bearing zone to the agricultural and wetlands area or the Middle
Loch of Pearl Harbor.

Seil. Subsurface soil samples were collected on site from seven trenches and 14 borings during the
Phase I RI. Compounds associated with MOGAS were detected at concentrations below action
levels established by the State of Hawaii Departinent of Health (DOH) as well as preliminary
remediation goal (PRG) ecriteria established by Repgion IX of the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA). The maximum total fuel hydrocarbon (TEH) concentration detected
among the french soil samples was 18 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg). The Phase 1 RI report
sugeests that any light nonagueous-phase liquid (LNAPL) (i.e., free product) that remains within
vadose zone soil after more than 25 years is likely to be relatively immobile in the nonaqueous
phase. However, soluble contaminants may enter the aqueous phase as residual suspended or sorbed
MOGAS constituents are leached from source area soil (i.e., subsurface soil i the area adjacent to
and downgradient of UST §-26).

The Phase I RI and previous studies have demonstrated that contaminant concentrations in onsite
caprock groundwater have decreased over the years since the MOGAS release, and that contaminant
concentrations in source area soil have also been decreasing. Mechanisms likely to be contributing
to the observed reduction in soil contamination include leaching, evaporation, and biodegradation.
Phase T RI sampling results suggest that residual suspended or sorbed MOGAS constituents 1 soil
within and just above the capillary fringe represent the only significant contaminant source
remaining at the site,

Other Potential Contaminant Sources. Although the major source of contamination at the EJFDF
appears 1o be the 1971 MOGAS release, several other potential contaminant sources were identified
in the Phase I RI report. Sections of a petroleum, oil, and lubricant transmission pipeline operated by
the United States Department of Defense are within | mile of the northem boundary of the EJFDFE.
Between 1949 and 1955, this pipeline was reportedly the source of at least six leaks, one of which
was estimated at approximately 300,000 gallons of AVGAS (ESE 1990), An underground fuel
pipeline (operated by Tesoro Hawaii) that runs along the southern boundary of the site conveys a
variety of petroleum products, including diesel, gasoline, and jet fuel. Potential contaminant sources
also mclude leakage from UST §-27, underground fuel lines, and valve boxes at the site. Leaks from
petroleum product pipelines (operated by Chevron USA and Navy FISC) that parallel the bicycle
path along the shore of Pearl Harbor represent another potential source of contamination. In 1987, a
pipeline rupture released approximately 120,000 gallons of Jet A fuel to a wildlife refuge (Warawa
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Unit of the Pear] Harbor National Wildlife Refuge) located near the Middle Loch shoreline, east of
the offsite agricultural and wetlands area (see Figure 1-2).

Human Health Risk Assessment (HRA). The Phase I RI HRA assessed human health risks that
may exist if remedial actions or institutional controls are not implemented. The HRA combined
results from exposure and toxicity assessments to evaluate both individual and population risks
associated with complete or potentially complete exposure pathways. HRA findings indicate that the
dermal and ingestion exposure pathways associated with onsite surface soil contamination, potential
contamination in the Middle Loch of Pearl Harbor, and potential contamination in the agricultural
and wetlands area do not pose significant risks to human health, Onsite contamination and potential
volatilization of contaminants from the watercress ponds downgradient of the site are unlikely to
pose significant human health risks via the inhalation exposure pathway. Cumulative reasonable
maximum exposure (RME) risks for all receptors were found to be at least two orders of magnitude
below trigger levels for remediation {an excess cancer risk of 1 x 107 and a hazard index of 1).

Ecological Risk Assessment (ERA). Chemicals of potential ecological concern (COPECs) and
potential ecological receptors were identified during the Phase I RI. An ERA was then conducted to
identify complete or potentially complete exposure pathways and to assess risks to ecological
receptors, bath on site and in the offsite agricultural and wetlands area. The ERA indicates that
onsite soil is not likely to pose risks to terrestrial receptors. Onsite terresirial species are common,
non-native urban species of little ecological or social importance. The ERA concluded that COPECs
detected in the caprock groundwater may be transported to the marine environment in the Middle
Loch of Pearl Harbor. However, natural attenuation along the groundwater flow path and dilution
that occurs when the groundwater is discharged to Middle Loch will tend to minimize risk to
ecological receptors. ERA risk estimates indicate minimal potential for adverse effects to either
marine invertebrates or shorebirds, even if it is assumed that COPECs in caprock groundwater are
diluted only after thev enter Middle Loch.

Recommendations. Phase I RI fate and transport calculations indicated no potential for future
offsite migration of the caprock groundwater contaminants detected during Phase 1T RI groundwater
sampling. However, the report recommended installation of additional monitoring wells in the
agricultural and wetlands area downgradient of the site to verify that offsite caprock groundwater
has not been impacted. The report also recommended long-term monitoring of onsite and offsite
wells to confirm that EIFDF caprock groundwater contaminants will not migrate off site in the
future.

1.4 -OBJECTIVES
Primnary objectives of the Phase I BRI are as follows:
#  Assess the nature and extent of groundwater contamination, both within the boundaries of the

EJFDF and in the agricultural and wetlands area between the site and the Middle Loch of
Pearl Harbor,

= Assess the nature and extent of petraleum hydrocarbon and lead contamination in surface and
subsurface soil i the agriculturat and wetlands area.

= - Assess the nature and extent of petrolenm hydrocarbon and lead contamination m surface
water and sediments in the agricultural and wetlands area,

*  Compare the concentrations of detected contaminants to applicable or relevant and
appropriate requirements (ARARS), or to-be-considered (TBC) eriteria.
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*« Assess potential migration pathways for identified contamination, with emphasis on the
potential for contaminants associated with the 1971 MOGAS spill to migrate with
groundwater either in the aqueous phase or as free product.

 Evaluate potential hazards to human and ecological receptors associated with 1dentified
contamination.

2. Adgess theneed for remedial action.

+  [dentify preliminary remedial alternatives for the site.
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2. FIELD METHODS AND PROCEDURES

The flow chart presented in Figure 2-1 provides an overview of the Phase II' R1 field sampling
program. The primary objective of the Phase 1T RI field investigation was to acquire additional data
needed to evaluate the potential impact of contaminants from the EJFDF MOGAS release on human
and ecological receptors in the offsite area downgradient of the site. In addition fo data regarding
contaminant concentrations in groundwater, hydrogeochemical data were collected to evaluaie
natural attenuation processes along the groundwater flow path. Potential contamination in offsite
sotl, sediment, and surface water was also investigated.

Phase ILRI field activities wére completed m two stages:

L]

Stage (8 June-24 July 1998)—an ccological receptor and drainage pattern survey, surface
water and sediment investigation, surface and subsurface soil investigation, and the first
round of groundwater sampling

Stage 11 {26 April-14 May 1999)—the second round of groundwater sampling

Field:activities were documented in-the field logbooks presented wnAppendix Ac

The following tasks were accomplished during the field investigation:

k3

Subsurface utility clearance at all bonng locations

Ecological and surface water drainage survey

Surface water and sediment sampling at ten locations in the offsite area

Surface soil sampling at five locations in the offsite area

Subsurface soil sampling m 26 direct-push bornings in the offsite area

Subsurface soil sampling mm four hollow-stem auger (HSA) borings in the offsite area
Installation and development of twelve 1.5anch-diameter microwells in the offsite area
One round of groundwater sampling n the twelve microwells

Installation and development of four 4-inch-diameter monitoring wells in the offsite arca
Two rounds of groundwater sampling in the four offsite and 21 onsite monitoring wells
Groundwater sampling in three offsite artesian urigation wells

Topographic and sampling location survey

Equipment decontamination

Instrument calibration

Investigation-derived waste (IDW) management and disposal

Unless otherwise stated, all field activities were conducted in accordance with the project field
saripling and analysis plan (SAY) (Earth Tech 1998) and standard operating procedures (SOPs)
from the Project Procedures Manual, U5 Navy Pacific Division (PACDIV) Installation
Restoration Program (IRPY(DON 1996, 1998).
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2.1 SUBSURFACE UTILITY CLEARANGE SURVEY

To avoid damage to utilities or other subsurface structures during direct-push and HSA drilling,
utilities were surveyed during 8-13 June 1998, in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure 1-A-6,
Utility Clearance, and I-B-2, Geophysical Testing Procedures, Existing utility maps were reviewed,

and each boring location was surveyed by geophysical methods. Utility clearance survey notes and

maps are presented in Appendix B,
The following geophysical instruments were used in the survey:

*  Geonics EM-31 electromagnetic locator
» Radio Detection RD-400 electromagnetic locator

* Schonstedt GA-52B magnetic locator

2.2 ECOLOGICAL AND SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE SURVEY

An ecological and surface water drainage survey was conducted in the offsite agricultural and
wetlands area during 8-9 June 1998. The survey focused on the watercress ponds, marsh areas,
mangrove swamps, and harbor-edge habitats. Ecological receptors and potential exposure pathways
were identified, and surface water drainage patterns were evaluated. To assess potential ecological
threats posed by migration of contaminants from the EIFDF and to select surface water and
sediment sampling locations, areas of potentially impacted surface water or sediment were
identified. The survey also attempted to locate groundwater seeps or springs that may discharge
caprock groundwater in the offsite area.

2.3 SURFACEWATER AND SEDIMENT SAMPLING

Surface water and sediment samples were collected in the watercress farm ponds and other areas
draining into the Middle Loch of Pearl Harbor (e.g., mud flat and mangrove areas) to investigate the
potential impact of contaminants from the EJFDF on surface water and sediment in the offsite area.
Samples were collected at the 10 locations shown in Figure 2-2 on 30 June, 1 July, and 6-7 July
1998. At least one surface water sample and one sediment sample were collected at each of the ten
locations.

Surface water samples were collected by submerging the mouth of the sampling container and
allowing water to flow gently into the container, in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure I-B-4,
Swrface Water Sampling. Fach water sample was tested in the field for dissolved oxygen, redox
potential, conductivity, temperature, and pH with a groundwater parameter multiprobe. Sediment
samples were collected with a stainless-steel hand trowel, in accordance with PACDIV IRP
Procedure I-B-3, Subaqueous Sediment Sampling, and placed on ice in a cooler for transport to the
analytical laboratory,

Samples were labeled, handled, and shipped to the analytical laboratory in accordance with the
procedures listed in Section 2.6. Each surface water or sediment sample was analvezed by the
methods listed in Table 2-1. The sediment samples were analyzed for polynuclear aromatic
hydrocarbons (PAHs) by National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) status and
trends methods {(Lauenstein and Cantillo 1993) to achieve the low detection limits necessary to
compare data to the ecological screening criteria proposed by Long et al. (1995). Surface water and
sediment sampling results are presented in Section 4.1.
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Table 2-%; Burface Water and Sediment Sample Chamical Analysis

Analytical Method Analyvtical Paramelers
CLP OLMOSA VOCs
SV0Cs
EPA 80158 TFH-gasoline (volatile)
TFH-diezsel {extractable}
EPA& 8270 Sim° PAHs
CLFILMO4.0 Total lead
EPA.S0B0 Total organic.carbon
CLP = Lontract Laboratory Program
TFH = total fuel hydrocarbons
SiM = salective lon monitoring
ILAA = Inorganic Laboratory Method

® Mathod used for sediment samplas only.

2.4 SOIL INVESTIGATION

Surface and subsurface soil samples were collected in the offsite area to assess potential soil
contamination related to the EJFDF MOGAS release, quantify geotechnical parameters that may
influence contaminant transport, and aid in selecting appropriate locations for offsite groundwater
monitoring wells. The soil sampling program mcluded the following:

= Burface soil sampling
= Direct-push-subsurface soil sampling

= HSA subsurface soil samphing

Samples were labeled, handled, and shipped fo the analytical laboratory in accordance with the
procedures listed in Section 2.6. The HSA boring soil samples were analyzed for chemical
constituents and tested for geotechnical parameters. Surface soil samples and direct-push soil
samples were analyzed for chemical constituents only. The chemical analytes are listed in Table 2-2;
the geotechnical parameters are listed in Table 2-3. Surface soil samples were analyzed for PAHs by
NOAA status and trends methods (Lauenstein and Cantillo 1993} to achieve the low detection limits
necessary to compare data to the ecological screening criteria proposed by Long et al. (1995).

Table 2-2; Soil Sample Chemical Analysis

Analytical Method Analytical Parameters
CLP OLMO3.1 YOCs
SVOCs
EPA BD1SE TEH-gasoline (volatile)
TFH-diesel (exiraciable)
EPA B2T0C BIM® PAHs
CLP LMOL.0 Total lead

* Mathod used for surface soll samples only.
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Table 2-3: Boil Bamiple Geotechnical Testing

Testing Method Geotechnical Parameters
ASTM DED84-90 Hydraulic conductivity
AP RPAG Alr permeability
ASTM D2937T end ASTM D2218 -+-Bulk density soil moisture porosily
ASTM D422 Particle size distribution
EPA G0B0 Cation exchange capacily
ASTM D422 and ABTM D4318 Soll classification
ASTM D4318 Plasticily index
AP =American Pelroleum lostilule
ABTM . = American Sodiety for Tesling-and Malerials

241 Surface Soil Sampling

Surface soil samples were collected at five offsite locations (see Figure 2-2) on & July 1998 to
nvestigate petroleum contammation teportedly observed in August 1995 during excavation of 3
sewer hne trench. Bach soil sample wis collected at a depth of 0.5 fest or less with 2 stainless-steel
hand trowel, in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure 1-B-1, Soil Sampling. Soil samples were
placed in pre-cleaned, wide-mouthed glass jars (provided by the analytical laboratory), labeled, and
immediately placed on ice in a cooler for transport to the analytical laboratory. Contaminant
concentrations were quantified by the analvtical methods listed in Table 2-2. Surface soil sampling
results.are presented i Section 4. 1.

2.4.2 Direct-Push Soil Sampling

Subsurface soil samples were collected at 26 offsite direct-push boring locations (see Figure 2-3)
during 11-22 June 1998. Direct-push soil sampling was planned for 30 locations; however, the
required sampling depths could not be reached at four locations at the west end of Waiawa Road,
due to obstruction by subsurface rubble and debris used as fill material. As shown in Table 2-1,
boring depths ranged from 8 to 31 feet bgs. Twelve of the 26 borings were converted to 1.5-inch
diameter mcrowells,

Subsurface soil samples were collected n stainless-steel sleeves using a direct-push drilling rig
equipped with a piston assembly and split-spoon sampler (2-inch diameter by 2-foot length), in
accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure I-H, Direct Push Sampling Technigues. Drilling and
sampling equipment was decontaminated by the procedures outlined in Section 2.9. The direct-push
boring samples were examined and logged by a field geologist in accordance with PACDIV IRP
Procedure I-E, Soil and Rock Classification. Boring logs are presented in Appendix C. Each sample
was screened for VOCs with a photoionization detector (PID). A portion of the sample was placed
in a quart-sized resealable plastic bag, sealed, broken up, and left to warm in the sun for § minutes.
The PID probe was then inserted into the bag and the detected VOC concentration was recorded on
the boring log. The sample-containing stainless-steel sleeves were immediately capped with Teflon
sheets and clean plastic end caps, sealed with tape, labeled, and placed on ice ina cooler.

Soil samples for chemical analysis were collected from the capillary fringe and intervals with
elevated PID readings. Contaminant concentrations were quantified by the analytical methods listed
in Table 2-4. Direct-push subsurface soil sampling results are presented in Section 4.2
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Table 2-4: Summary of Direct-Push Borings and Associated:Microwells

Total Depth of

Total Depth of Boring Microwell

Baring dNumber {feet bgs} Converted {o Microwell Microwell Number {feat bgs)
B 19.0 Mo wa nia
BO2 24.5 Yes M1 24.5
Boa 18.5 Yes Mi2 18.5
BO4 22.5 Mo n/a ra
BOS 24.0 No nia n/a
BOS 250 Yes M3 250
BO7 220 Yes Mi-4 220
BOB 26.0 Yes M-S 26.0
BOY 27.5 Yas MI-G 25,0
B1i0 24.0 Yes M7 24.0
B 18.5 No nia n/a
B12 12.5 No nia nia
B13 20.0 No nia nfa
Bi4 18.5 Mo n/a nla
B1i5 24.0 No nfa nia
B1§ 28.0 Yes Mi-B 280
Bi7 2440 Yes Mi-a 4.0
Big 24.0 No nia nfa
Big 22.0 Ho nia na
B20 310 Yes Mi-10 31.0
B21 18.0 Mo nia nfa
B22 28.0 Mo nia nia
B23 22.5 Yes h-11 225
824 10.0 Mo i nla
B25 14.0 Yes Mi-12 14.0
B26 8.0 No nia nia

n/a =not applicable

2.4.3  Hollow-Stem Auger Soil Sampling

Subsurface soil samples were collected from four HSA borings completed in the offsite area (Figure
2-3) during 6-10 July 1998. As shown in Table 2-5, boring depths ranged from 28.5 to 35.0 feet bgs.
Each boring was converted to a 4-inch monitoring well.

2:11
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Table 2-5: Summary of HSA Borings and Associated Monitoring Wells

Tolat Bepth
Tatal Depth of Boring of Monitoring Well
Boring Mumber {feai bgs) Monitaring Well Number {foet bos)
B27 285 w23 285
B28 © 350 MW-24 sl
B29 320 MW-25 320
B30 300 MW-28 30.0

The borings were drilled with 12-inch-outer-diameter HSAs. Soil samples were recovered as the
borings were advanced using a split-barrel sampler (2-inch diameter by 2-foot length) fitted with
stainless-steel sleeves, in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure 1-B-1, Soil Sampling. Drilling
and sampling equipment was decontaminated by the procedures outlined in Section 2.9. Each
sample was examined by a field geologist and logged according to PACDIV IRP Procedure I-E, Soil
and Rock Classification. Boring logs are presented in Appendix C. Samples were inspected in the
field for visible evidence of contamination (e.g., discoloration or sheen) and screened for VOCs by
the procedure outlined in Section 2.4.2. The sample-containing stainless-steel sleeves were
immediately capped with Teflon sheets and clean plastic end caps, sealed with tape, labeled, and
placed on ice in a cooler.

At least three soil samples were selected from each boring for chemical analysis. Analytical samples
were selected from the following locations:

* . The unsaturated zone

» The capillary fringe zone

» - The saturated zone

= - Intervals with elevated VOC concentrations as detected by PID

Contaminant concentrations were quantified by the analytical methods listed in Table 2-2. One
sample from the capillary fringe zone in each boring was submitted for geotechnical testing by the
methods listed in Table 2-3. HSA subsurface soil sampling results are presented in Section 4.2,

2.5 GROUNDWATER INVESTIGATION

Primary objectives of the Phase II RI groundwater investigation are to define the extent of the
caprock groundwater contaminant plume both on site and off site, and to evaluate the fate and
transport of aqueous-phase contaminants. Groundwater samples were collected both upgradient and
downgradient of the MOGAS release area, from the offsite monitoring wells and microwells shown
in Figure 2-3, and from the onsite monitoring wells shown in Figure 2-4. Water levels were
measured in each well with an electronic water-level indicator to define the caprock water table
(water level data are presented in Section 3.8.2.1). During the first sampling round (summer 1998},
caprock groundwater samples were collected from 12 microwells and four monitoring wells in the
offsite area, and from 21 onsite monitoring wells. During the second sampling round (spring 1999),
groundwater samples were collected from the 21 onsite monitoring wells, four offsite monitoring
wells, and three offsite flowing (artesian) wells screened in the confined basal aguifer.
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Samples were labeled, handled, and shipped to the analytical laboratory in accordance with the
procedures listed in Section 2.6. The groundwater samples were analyzed by the methods listed m
Table 2-6 to quantify contaminant concentrations and hydrogeochemical parameters that may
influence natural attenuation. Ferrous iron concentrations were quantified in the field with-a Hach
colorimeter (Model IR-18C). Dissolved oxygen, redox potential, conductivity, temperature, pH, and
turbidity were quantified in the field with a groundwater parameter multiprobe,

Table 2-6; Groundwater Sample Analysis

Analytical Methods Analiftical Mathods
{Round One! Jups=July 1898} {Round Twor April=May 19893 Angiylical Paramelers
CLP OLMO3.1 EPA 82808 YOUs
EPAB270 SV0OCs

EPA 80158 EPA 8015 TEH-gasoline (volatile}

TEH-diessl (sxtractable)
EPA 9080 EPA Q080 Total organic carbon
EPA B2B0A EFAB260B Trimethylbenzenes
EPA 300 EFPAZ00 Stlfate

Chioride
EPA 35372 EFA 3533 Nitrate + Nilrite
Standard Methods 3500-Fe D Standard Methods 3500-Fe D Ferrous iron ®
ERA REKOP-175 Modified © EPA 3810 Methane
EPA 3102 EPA 3102 Total alkalinity
EPA 3402 EPA340.2 Fluoride
EPA 4251 EPA4251 Surfactants
EFA1807 EPA 16801 Total dissolved solids
CLPILMO4.O CLP ILMO4.0 General metals
Standard Methods 4500 Standard Methods 4500 Digsclved oxygen *
Standard Mathods 2580 B Standard Methods 2580 8 Redox Potential ®
EPA 1201 EPA120.1 Conductivity ®
EPA 1701 EPA 1704 Temperature
EPA 1504 EPA 1501 pH?

? Fleld measurement

Sample preparation and-determination of dissolved gases inwater using gas chromatography

headspace squilibration technigue (Kamipbell, Wilson, and Vandergnft 1289}

2.5.1  Microwell Groundwater Investigation

As indicated in Table 2-4, 1.5-inch-diameter microwells were installed at 12 of the 26 direct-push
soil boring locations during 11-22 June 1998 (see Figure 2-3). Microwells were planned for 15
locations; however, the required depths could not be reached at three locations (at the west end of
‘Waiawa Road) due 1o obstruction by subsurface debris,

The microwells were installed in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure I-C-1, Monitoring Well

Installation. Bach well was construeted of 1.5-nch-outer-diameter; Schedule 80, polyvinyl chlonde
(PVC) threaded casing with a 5-foot-long, 0.010-inch slotted screen section. The 2-inch-diameter
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annular space surrounding the screened interval was backfilled with Number 3 Monterey sand to
approximately 2 feet above the top of the screen. The annular space above the sand pack was then
backfilled with bentonite chips, which were hydrated during placement. Microwell construction

etails are shown in Table 2-7 and in the well completion records presented in Appendix D.1.

Table 2-7: Microwell Construction Details .. .

Top of Casing Total Depth Benlonite Seal Filter. Pack Well Boreen

Elevation of Well interval Intervat Intervat
Wicrowell Number - (feet above msl) {feet bgs) {feet bgs) {fest bgs) {fest bgs}
M a.37% 245 0.0-15.0 16.0-24.5 19.5-24.5
Mi-2 7.36 18.5 9.0-9.0 5.0-185 11.5-18.5
B3 2243 250 0.0-48.0 18.0-25.0 20.0-25.0
tdld 1526 2.0 0.0-15.0 15.0-22:0 17.0422.0
M-8 19.77 26.0 0.0-18.0 18.0-26.0 20.0-25.0
M-8 2114 25.0 0.0-18.0 18:.0-25.0 20.0-25.0
M7 20:00 24.0 0.0-17.0 17.0-240 18.0-24.0
M-8 14.15 28.0 0.0-21.0 21.0-28.0 23.0-28.0
Mg 1873 240 0.0-17.0 17.0-24.0 19.0-24.0
Mi-10 15.67 310 0.0-24.0 24.0-31.0 26.0-31.0
o7 B | £.35 2258 0.0-15.5 15.5-225 17.5-225
M2 5.52 14.0 G070 7.0-14.0 9.0-14.0

Each microwell was developed in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure I-C-2, Monitoring Well
Development, to enhance the flow of groundwater from the formation into the well and to remove
clay, silt, and other fine particles that may interfere with chemical analysis. The microwells were
developed during 18-26 June 1998 by using a peristaltic pump to surge and pump each well until
three borehole volumes of groundwater were removed. Well development logs are presented in
Appendix D2,

The microwells were purged and sampled during 24-29 June 1998, in accordance with PACDIV
IRP Procedure 1-C-3, Monitoring Well Sompling. Total well depth and water level were measured in
each well with an electronic water-level indicator and recorded immediately before purging. To
ensure that each groundwater sample was representative of formation water in the viemity of the
microwell, disposable polyethylene bailers were used to remove at least three well volumes of water
or bail the well dry before groundwater samples were collected for analysis. Field parameters were
measured with the groundwater parameter multiprobe and recorded on groundwater sampling logs
{Appendix E). Groundwater for field parameter measurement was immediately fransferred directly
from the bailers into the measurement chamber of the groundwater parameter multiprobe.
Groundwater samples for laboratory analysis were collected with disposable bailers and transferred
to laboratory-prepared sample containers. The groundwater samples were then placed on ice in a
cooler for transport to the analytical laboratory, where they were analyzed by the methods listed in
Table 2-6. Preliminary VOC results for the microwell groundwater samples, provided by the
analytical laboratory within 72 hours, were used to select locations for the new monitoring wells in
the offsite area. Microwell groundwater sampling results are presented in Section 4.3,
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25,2 Moniloring Well Groundwaler Investigation

Monitoring wells were installed at four locations (see Figure 2-3) in the offsite area during 7-13
July 1998 -Accordimg to the SAP, & minimum of three-and a meximum of seven permanent
monitoring wells were to be installed in the offsite area (Earth Tech 1998). Results of the microwell
groundwater sampling program Indicated that Tour permanent wells would be sufficient 1o monitor
potential offsite contamination associated with the EIFDF contaminant plume.

Monitoring well components were installed within HSAs in accordance with PACDIV IRP
Procedure I-C-1, Manitoring Well Instaflation. The wells, which range between 28.5 and 35 feet in
depth, were constructed with 4-inch-diameter Schedule 40 flush-joint threaded PVC casing and
0.020-inch slotted Schedule 40 PVC screen. The filter pack (number 3 sand) was placed with a
tremie pipe, and the well was surged to allow the filter pack to settle. Sand was then added to set the
top of the filter pack at approximately 2 feet above the top of the screened interval. Approximately
5 feet of bentonite (hydrated with deionized water} was placed immediately above the filter pack
with a tremie pipe. The remaining annular space was filled with grout and cement. With the
exception of MW-23, which is covered by a flush-mount monument, the wellheads consist of a well
monument, concrete pad, and bollards. Monitoring well construction details are shown in Table 2-8
and inthe well completion records {see Appendix D.1).

Table 2-8: Monitoring Well Construction Delails

Ground Top of
Surface Casing
Elevalion Elsvalion Total Depth Grout Bentonite Filter Pack | Well' Bereen

Muonitoring {feet above | {fest above of Wall Interval Seal Interval interval Interval
Well Number st} msh) {feet bus) {feet bgs) {feet bgs) {feat bgs} {feat bgs)
MW-23 10,98 10.44 285 0.0-13.0 13.0-18.5 18.5-28.5 18.5-27.5
MW-24 18.28 2042 350 0.0-18.7 19.7-25.5 25:5-35.0 27.0-350
MW-25 23.51 26.34 320 0.0-8.0 8.0-13.0 13.0-32.0 15.0-30.0
W26 28.07 3017 30.0 0.0-8.0 8.0-13.0 13.0-20.0 15.0-30.0

Each monitoring well was developed in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure 1-C-2, Monitoring
Well Development, to enhance the flow of proundwater from the formation into the well and to
remove clay, silt, and other fine particles that may interfere with chemical analysis. The monitoring
wells were developed during 1015 July 1998, by using a submersible pump to surge and pump each
well until at least three borehole volumes of groundwater were removed. Well development logs are
presented in Appendix D2,

Groundwater samples were collected from the four new offsite wells and 21 onsite wells in two
sampling rounds. Round-one samples were collected during 29 June-17 July 1998. Round-two
samples were collected during 29 April-12 May 1999. Each monitoring well was purged and
sampled in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure No. 1-C-2, Monitoring Well Sampling. Total
well depth and water level were measured with an electronic water-level indicator and recorded
immediately before purging. The onsite monitoring wells were purged and sampled with a
submersible pump for both sampling rounds. The offsite monitoring wells were purged and sampled
with a submersible pump for round one. Dedicated sampling pumps (2-inch diameter, 24-inch
length, with Teflon bladder) were mstalled in the four offsite wells and used for second—ound
groundwater sampling. To ensure that each groundwater sample was representative of formation
water in the vicinity of the monitoring well, groundwater samples were collected after three well
volumes of groundwater were removed or field parameters were stable (1.¢., successive readings
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were within 10 percent of each other). Field parameters were monitored with the multiprobe during
purging and recorded on groundwater sampling logs (Appendix E). The multiprobe was equipped
with an in-line flow-through chamber to avoid exposing groundwater to the atmosphere prior to field
parameter measurement. Groundwater samples for chemical analyses were placed on ice in a cooler
for transport to the analytical laboratory, where they were analyzed by the methods listed in Table
2-6. Monitoring well groundwater sampling results are presented in Section 4.3,

2.5.3 Artesian Well Groundwater Investigation

Three of the artesian irrigation wells downgradient of the site (FW-2, FW-3, and FW-5; see Figure
2-3) were sampled on 14 May 1999. As discussed in Section 4.1.2, lead levels above ecological
screening criteria were detected in most of the sediment and unfiltered surface water samples
collected within the watercress farm area. Elevated lead concentrations were detected in one of the
artesian wells sampled during the Phase I RI (FW-3, 15.1 pg/L). Irrigation watet from the artesian
wells may contribute to the clevated surface water and sediment lead concentrations. The three
artesian wells were resampled to investigate the source of the lead. Artesian well sampling was not
proposed in the SAP, but was added to the Phase II RI field investigation following a review of
round-one sampling results and a teleconference with EPA and DOH (1 April 1999).

The artesian well samples were analyzed for the contaminants listed in Table 2-6, but were not
analyzed for hydrogeochemical parameters (sulfate, chloride, nitrate, fluoride, methane, total
organic carbon [TOC], and total alkalinity) or surfactants. To evaluate whether lead is associated
with suspended particulates, the artesian well samples submitted for metals analysis included one
aliquot of filtered groundwater and one unfiltered aliquot.

The water samples were collected by allowing water from each artesian well ta flow gently into
sample bottles in 2 manner similar to the method outlined in PACDIV IRP Procedure 1-B-4, Surface
Water Sampling. Each water sample was tested in the field with the multiprobe for dissolved
oxygen, redox potential, conductivity, temperature, and pH. Filtered aliquots for lead analysis were
obtained by filling a polyethylene pressure bailer with sample water and forcing the water through a
0.45-micron filter with an air pump. Artesian well sampling resulis are presented in Section 4.3.

2.6 SAMPLE SHIPPING AND HANDLING

All phases of sample collection, handling, and transport were conducted according to Procedures
1-A-9, Sample Naming; WI-E, Record Keeping, Sample Labeling, and Chain-of-Custody Procedures;
and TI-F, Sample Handling, Storage, and Shipping Procedures.

2.6.1 . Sample ldentification Codes

Two identification numbers were assigned to each sample collected during the Phase II RL:

+ An EPA identification (ID}) number

» A deseriptive identifier

The EPA identification number was used by project personnel and the analytical laboratory to track
samples and report analytical data. The following format was used for the EPA 1D:

2:18
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VAGHO
where:
VA Identifies the Ewa Junction Phase [T R1
{00 Is a discrete number assigned to each sample

Project personnel used the descriptive identifier. The format of the descriptive identifier is as
follows:

MI12-A1-D7.0Q

where:

Miz Refers to the sample type or matrix and number; e.g., monitoring well 12 (refer to
Table 2-9)

Al Specifies the sample purpose and sample number; e.g., Analytical sample number 1
{the first analytical sample collected from this monitoring well)

D Denotes sampling depth

7.0 Indicates sampling depth in feet bgs; e.g., 7.0 feet bgs. The depth field contains the
date of collection for field blanks or equipment rinsate samples.

Q Refers to the field quality control (QC) type, if necessary (refer 1o Table 2-10)

Table 2-8: Sample Type and Matrix Codes

dentifier Sample Type Matrix

B Subsurface soil Soil

S Surface soil Soit

M Monitoring well Groundwater
P Direct-push Groundwater
W Surface water Water

) Sediment Soil

Table 2-10: Field QC Type Designations

ldentifier QC Sample Type Description

u Duplicate Collocated sample

R Equipment rinsate Water

F Flald blank Waler

T Trip blark Prepared bylaboratory
219

AR00029836



November 2000 Phiase it Rl EJFDFE, FISC, Pearl Harbior Field Methods & Procedures

2.8.2 Sample Handling and Labeling

Subsurface soil samples were collected and shipped to the analytical laboratory in stainless-steel
sampling sleeves. The sleeve ends were covered with Teflon film and sealed with plastic end caps.
Surface soil and sediment samples were collected with stainless-steel hand trowels and placed in
glass jars. Samples were placed on ice in a cooler immediately after collection. An adhesive label
listing the EPA sample number, date and time of collection, sampler’s initials, and analytical
requirements was affixed to the side of each sleeve or glass jar. Clear plastic tape was placed over
each label for protection. Adhesive custody seals were placed over sleeve end caps and glass jar lids,
and each sleeve or jar was individually sealed within a resealable plastic bag. The glass jars were
also packed in bubble wrap for protection during shipping. All samples were packed in insulated
coolers with frozen gel packs for shipment to the analytical laboratory.

QC samples and water samples were placed in appropriate containers (e.g., 1-liter amber glass
bottles for TPH-diesel, 250-milliliter amber glass bottles for TOC, and 1-liter plastic bottles for
Contract Laboratory Program [CLP] metals) and preserved, if required. The analytical laboratory
provided all sample containers, which were prepared with the required preservatives. The samples
were labeled (as described above) and stored on ice in coolers as they were collected, Custody seals
were placed around the container lids. Glass containers were enclosed in bubble wrap, and all
containers were placed in resealable plastic bags. The samples were shipped to the analytical
laboratory in coolers as described above.

2.6.3 Chain of Custody and Shipment

All samples were logged on chain-of-custody (COC) forms prior to shipment to the analytical
laboratory. Information recorded on the COC forms included the following:

¢« EPA sample ID * Sample matrix

s Date and time of sample collection ¢ Date of sample shipment
= Depth of sample # Requested analyses

¢ Cooler identification number * Number of containers

Fach COC form consisted of three copies; two copies were placed in the appropriate sample-
shipping cooler for laboratory use, and the field manager retained the third copy. Copies of the COC
forms are provided in Appendix F. COC forms submitted to the laboratory were sealed in resealable
plastic bags and taped to the inside of each cooler lid. The coolers were then sealed with duct tape
and custody seals were affixed to detect tampering.

Samples remained in continuous ficld team custody until the sample coolers were turned over to an
express shipper for delivery to the analytical laboratory. A copy of the laboratory’s soil transport
permit was attached to the air bill for soil sample shipments. A copy of the permit was also affixed
with clear tape to the outside of each cooler of soil samples. Carbon copies of each air bill were
stamped with a United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) stamp prior to shipment. The
laboratory received sample coolers within 2 days.

2.7 FiELD QuALITY CONTROL SAMPLING

A total of 107 field QC samples were collected. Field QC samples consisted of 23 equipment rinsate
samples, eight field blank samples, 61 trip blank samples, three performance evaluation (PE)
samples, and 12 field duplicate samples. All field QC samples were collected in accordance with
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PACDIV IRP Procedure HI-B, Field OC Samples (Water, Soil). QC sampling results are discussed
m Section 4.4.

2.8 TOPOGRAPHIC AND SAMPLING LOCATION SURVEY

Offsite topography and Phase IT RI sampling locations were surveyed on 20-21 July 1998 by a land
surveyor registered with the-State of Hawail, invaceordance with NOAA standards and PACDIV IRP
Procedure -1, Land Surveying. Locations of surface features (e.g., roads, ponds, and buildings) and
the coordinates of each sampling point were plotied on a comprehensive topographic map. Top-of-
casing elevations were plotted foreach monitormg well and mucrowell. The comprehensive map was
used to generate the scaled figures presented in this report. Surveyed locations were referenced to
local established coordinate systems and adjacent property lines. Horizontal accuracy for
planimetric features was 0.1 foot, horizontal accuracy for boundaries was one in ten thousand
{1:10,000), vertical accuracy for ground surface elevations was £0.1 foot, and elevation accuracy for
benchmarks and other permanent features was £0.01 feet,

2.9 EouipmenT DECONTAMINATION

Sampling tools, monitoring instrumnents, and other ‘equipment vsed during the HReld investipation
were decontaminated in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure I-F, Equipment Decontamination.
The following five-step decontamination sequence was used:

Alconpx detergent wash

Tap wateér rinse

Isopropyl alcohol spray

Bow N e

Distilled water rinse

Ly

Distilled water spray

210 INSTRUMENT CALIBRATION

The PID (used to measure headspace VOUC concentrations) and the groundwater parameter
multiprobe (used to measure dissolved oxygen, redox potential, conductivity, temperature, pH, and
turbidity) were calibrated according to the manufacturers’ nstructions prior to use in the field,

241 INVESTIGATION-DERIVED WASTE MANAGEMENT

IDW generated during the field investigation included the following:
* Personal protective equipment (e.g., Tyvek coveralls and nitrile gloves)
= Disposable sampling equipment and supplies (e.g., bailers, plastic sheeting)
= Water from monitoring well development, purging, and equipment decontamination
= Boil cutlings from the borings

All IDW was handled in accordance with PACDIV IRP Procedure 1-A-7, IDW Management, The
laboratory disposed of soil, sediment, surface water, and groundwater samples submitted for

! Ousite topography and sampling locations used during previous investigations were surveyed during the Phase
LRE(Ogden-1996},
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laboratory analysis. Unused, non-contaminated sample jars and bottles were disposed of as
municipal refuse. [DW was sealed in U.S. Department of Transportation—approved 55-gallon drums,
transported to an onsife staging area, placed on pallets, and covered with tarps. Fifty-seven drums of
IDW were gencrated. Hach drum was labeled with standardized IDW drum labels, marked with
indelible paint sticks or pens, and tagged with aluminum identification tags to indicate the contents,
date of collection, and other information, as specified in PACDIV IRP Procedure I-A-7, An IDW
drum inventory 1s presented m Appendix G.
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3. PHASE Il Rl PHYSICAL SETTING

The44-acre EIFDIF site is located 1n an isolated ares of the Pearl HarborMaval Reservation complex,
1.5 miles west of Pearl City, and 1.3 miles east of Waipahu (Figure 1-2). The southern boundary of the
site is between 250 and 700 feet from the shore of the Middle Loch of Pearl Harbor. The Phase I RI
mvestigation area includes the EJFDF itself (the onsite area) and the agricultiral/wetlands area
between the southern site boundary and the shoreline of Middle Loch (the offsite area) (Figure 1-3).

3.1 SITE AND SURROUNDING AREA DEMOGRAPHY AND LAND USE

311 Demography

The site lies within the Ewa District in the south-central portion of the island of Oahu
Approximately 230,200 persons were living in the Ewa District in 1990, According to 1990 census
statistics, the population of the closest town, Waipahu, was 31,435; the population of the next
closest town, Pearl City, was 30,993 (Hawaii State Data Center 1991}

31,2 SHe Land Use

The Navy used the EJFDF site as a fuel drumming and transportation terminal for approximately
30 years. The facility was constructed in 1943 and bas been inactive since the early 1970s. The site has
been proposed for transfer to the State of Hawaii, Thick vegetation covers much of the site due to the
prolonged period of activity (approximately 25 years). Structures present at the operating facility
included two 585,000-gallon concrete-lined USTs (5-26 and S-27), a fuel drumming facility, and
associated piping (Figare 1-3). UST §5-26 was used 1o store MOGAS: UST 5-27 contained AVGAS,

According to the DOH, the EJFDF site is scheduled to be tfransferred to the State Hawaiian Home
Lands Department. If the land transfer goes forward, the EJFDF site may be developed for
residential purposes in the futare. It is important to note, however, that the offsite arca between the
southern boundary of the EJFDF and Pearl Harbor is private properiy (not Navy property), and
neither transfer nor development is planned.

3.1.83  Surrounding Area Land Use

The EJFDF 1s bounded by Farrington Highway on the north, Leeward Community College on the
cast, Waipahu High School on the west, and an agricultural/wetlands area on the south. Within
I mle of the site are a residential area (to the northeast), a light industrial area (to the north),
agricultural lands (to the south and southeast), and a National Wildlife Refuge (to the southeast):

The Phase II RI offsite investigation was concentrated in the agricultural/wetlands (i.e., offsite) area
south of the EJFDF. A bicycle path has been constructed along an abandoned railway right-of-way that
parallels the Middle Loch shoreline. Much of the land between the EJFDF and the bicycle path has
been developed for farming specialty crops, primarily watercress. The fields are flood-irrigated using
the output of six artesian wells that tap a deep confined (basal) aquifer at depths of 160 feet or more.
‘The resident population in the agricultural area has been estimated at 20 adults and ten children. Five to
ten adults may work in the fields each day. Cultivated areas are interspersed with wetlands, uplands,
and drainage ditches. The offsite investigation area is bounded on the west by a recently reconstructed
storm water management facility located between Waipahu High School and the bicycle path, An
unnamed stream flows along the eastern margin of the offsite investigation area and separates drainage
areas on the west {the investigation area) from drainage areas on the east. The source of the stream is
the Waiawa Spring and a complex of wells and springs on the Nakatani Farm and areas to the east.
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Both the offsite area immediately downgradient of the EJFDF, and the area east of the unnamed stream
contain many potential sources of hydrocarbon contamination. These include underground fuel
pipelines that cross the area (see discussion in Section 3.6); fill storage piles; abandoned vehicles (e.g..
buses); and heavy equipment operations, maintenance, and storage areas (e.g., the Okada Trucking site)
(see Figure 3-1).

Three schools are located near the EJFDF: August Ahrens Elementary School, Waipahu High
School, and Leeward Community College (LCC). August Ahrens Elementary School is
approximately 4,000 feet west-northwest of the site. Waipahu High School is adjacent to the site on
the west; high school faculty and students number approximately 130 adults and 1,900 teenagers.
LCC is adjacent to the site on the east; approximately 6,600 adults are present at the college when
classes are in session. Three areas of light industry, including small shops, offices, warehouses and a
shopping plaza, lie within a l-mile radius of the site,

The Waiawa Unit of the Pearl Harbor National Wildlife Refuge is located approximately 0.35 mile
southeast of the site, immediately west of the (now closed) Pearl City Peninsula Landfill. The Waiawa
Unit is a constructed freshwater wetland complex operated for the management of four species of
endangered water birds. Replacement water for the refuge flows through a closed pipeline system, which
1s supplied by a freshwater marsh located north of the bicycle path and east of the Nakatari Farm (Figure
3-1). The marsh apparently receives most of its water from artesian sources (Waiawa Spring) east of the
Nakatani Farm fields. The water flows by gravity from the marsh through a buried pipe under the bicycle
path to a cistern approximately 850 feet west-southwest of the intake (Photo 3-2). The cistern is Jocated at
the mouth of the unnamed stream, near the northwest comer of the refuge (see Figure 3-1). Freshwater
from the cistern is periodically pumped into the upper pond of the Waiawa Unit.

Water in the unnamed stream at the cistern location is predominantly tidal saltwater. Although a
small amount of tidal saltwater from the stream may leak into the cistern, water for the Waiawa Unit
is not drawn from the unnamed stream. Therefore, water entering the refuge is freshwater from the
marsh east of Nakatani Farm, not salbwater from the unnamed strear.

3.2 CLIMATE AND METEOROLOGY

The mean annual temperature in Honolulu, Hawaii, is approximately 75 degrees Fahrenheit (°F)
(24 degrees Celsius [°C]); temperature extremes range from 57° to 90°F (14° to 32°C). The mean
daily temperature during the winter is 72°F {22°C); in the hottest summer month (August), it is 79°F
(26°C} (NEESA 1983).

The EJFDF area is dry compared to other areas on Oahu. Rainfall varies from approximiately
4 inches per month during the winter to 1 inch per month during the summer. Mean annual rainfall
is approximately 25.5 inches. Median monthly pan evaporation rates recorded at two stations located
just west of the EJFDF indicate that evaporation rates greatly exceed rainfall rates (Ogden 1996).

3.3 BioLocicaL RESOURCES

The biological resources of the agricultural/wetlands arca downgradient of the site were surveyed m
June 1998 during the Phase T RI field investigation.

3.3.1  Vegetation
Table 3-1 lists the vegetation observed at the EJFDF and in the offsite agricultural/wetlands area.
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Table 3-1: Vegetalion Observed at the EJFDF Site and Adjacent AgriculturalfWetlands Area

Conynon Name ; Latin Mame Habitat
Wetland Vegatation
Bermuda grass Cynodon dactylon SMiF
Barnyard grass Echinochloa crus-galli M, R, CF
California grass Brachigria mutica FW
Cattail Typha angustata SM; EM:OW
Duckweed Lemna sp. FaQ
Mangrove Rhizophors spiculata S50
Milo ~ Hawail Thespesia populnes 88F
Parrot's feather Myriophyilum brasiliense FAOW
Pickle weed Balis maritima SMF
Sourbush FPluches indica Shi
Swamp morming.glory Ipomesa aguatica R, C
Yaro Colocasia esculenia C
Torpedo grass Paricum repsns Fh, SM
Water fem Azolla filiculoides FAO
Watler lil}f Nymphasa sp. FA
Waltercress Nasturtium microphylium FAC
Upland Vegetation
Buffel grass Cenchirus cilfaris u
Bermuda grass Cynodon dactylon Fu
Caslor bean Riginus communis FU
Chinese violet Asystasia gengetica U
Coat buttons Tridax procumbens )
Golden crown-beard Verbaesing encelicides U
Guinea grass Panicurm maximiim Fil
Kiawe Prosopis pallida Fu
f*.ﬁ;;ican creeper Anfigonon lepiopus u
None Crassocephalum crepidioides F
Nong Pycraus polystachyos F
Partridge pea Chamagcrista nictitans U
Shrub kos hagle Leucaena leucocephala U
Saurgrass Digitaria insularis Fu
Swollen fingsrgrass Chioris barbata FU
Uhaloa Walthera indica U
Habitat codes:
(5 = gytivated wellands F = facultative plant i = freshwaler aguatic
FM = freshwater marsh FS = freghwater swamp Fui =facultative upland plant
FW = facultative wetland plant 54 = ruderal Sk = saltbwater marsh
85 = galbwater swamp U =upland plant
37
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No plant species listed as rare, threatened, or endangered have been observed durmg surveys of the
EJFDF and offsite area. Furthermore, due to the disturbed conditions, no listed species are expected
to exist in the investigation area (USFWS 1991).

Onsite Vegetation, The EJFDF was cleared of native vegetation in the past, allowing species
foreign to the Hawaiian Islands to become dominant (Ogden 1996). The site suppotts a vegetation
community described as coastal dry koa haole shrubland with dry mixed vegetation. Impenetrable
thickets of the invasive shrub koa haole (Lencaena leucocephala) cover most of the site, except
along old access roads and in the primary facilities areas. The principle scrub understory species 1s
California grass (Brachiaria mutica). Tree Kawe (Prosopis pallida) occurs at higher elevations near
the UST locations and along the upper edge of the steep slope near the southern boundary of the
site. Areas along the dirt access roads and around the main fuel drumming facilities are dominated
by California grass, swollen fingergrass (Chloris barbata), sourgrass (Digitaria insularis), pariridge
pea (Chamaecrista nictitans), Chinese violet (Asystasia gangetica), ‘uhaloa (Waltheria indica),
golden crown-beard (Verbesina encelioides), and Mexican creeper (dntigonon lepiopus). The plant
communities observed at the EIFDF during the Phase I RI field investigation in 1998 and 1999
were the same as those described in the Phase I RI report (Ogden 1996); however, the communities
were more mature during the Phase Il investigation.

Offsite Vegetation. The ecological survey for the 1998 Phase I RI concentrated on the
agricultural/wetlands complex downgradient of the EJFDF. The following offsite plant communitics
were identified during the survey:

Coustal Dry Kea Haole Shrub. An upland area directly south of the EIFDF site, between the
renovated stormwater management pond and the Sasaki Farm, has developed a vegetative
community similar to that found on the ETFDF site. Small portions of this area have been cleared for
upland farming (Photo 3-3). The southern part of the wetland on the Sasaki Farm, adjacent to the
bicycle path, has recently been filled and graded, and the outfall ditch has been rerouted.

Disturbed Emeérgent Wetland. The former marshland and adjacent uplands have been dramatically altered
by excavation of ponds and drainage ditches and construction of flooded watercress fields and filling
Photo 3-4 and Photo 3-5). The ponds have developed a flora of aquatic vegetation such as cattails (Typha
angustata), parrot’s feather (Myriophyllum brasiliense), water lilies (Nymphaea sp.), duckweed (Lemna
sp.), and water fem (Azolla filiculoides). The dominant vegetation in the wetlands and former wetlands is
a thick stand of torpedo grass (Panicum repens), Bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon), and Califormia grass
(Brachiaria mutica), with scatiered stands of sourbush (Pluchea indica).

Littoral Mangrove Swamp. The shore of Middle Loch in the western part of the investigation area is
a small gravel beach with scattered littoral vegetation, dominated by mangrove (Rhizophora
apiculata) in the zone of normal tidal influence; milo (Thespesia populnea) at elevations above the
mangroves, in areas influenced by the highest tides; and sourbush at elevations just above the milo,
The mangrove swamp community is confined to the littoral area south of the bicycle path,

Agriculiural Wetlands. The agricultural wetlands have been developed in natural wetlands and by
excavating areas formerly occupied by natural wetlands. Local farmers indicate that agricultural
development of the wetland complex began at least 100 years ago, with the channeling of the
outflow of the Waiawa Spring (Photo 3-6) to irrigate rice. During the 1950s, artesian wells were
drilled to provide water to individual farms. Higher value crops such as taro (Colocasia esculenta)
and watercress (Nasturtium microphyllum) replaced rice as the primary crop when inexpensive rice
became available from Califormia.

3-8
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Currently, the major crop is watercress, which is grown in leveled, diked paddies. A constant flow
of water is supplied to the fields by the artesian wells, The artesian water is shightly brackish, and
the watereress Tarmers have found that the salt content has been Increasing. One of the farmers (Me.
Sasaki) has recently switched to a more salt-tolerant variety of watercress. The fields are also
irmigated with sprinklers to help control pests and reduce the need for pesticides. The sprinklers are
activated autormatically for about 10 minutes every hour or two,

The outflow of irrigation water from the Sasaki Farm is collected in a ditch that discharges through
a culvert under the bicyele path into Pearl Harbor., The outflow of irrigation water from the Oshita
Farmm is collected an g tidal ditch that flows eastward to the vmnamed stream originating on the
Nakatani Farm (Photo 3-7 and Photo 3-8). The unnamed tidal stream then flows to Pearl Harbor
(Photo 3-4). The salinity of the ditch and unnamed stream vary as a function of the (saltwater) tidal
flow from the harbor and the (freshwater) irrigation flow.

Ruderal Plant Community. Several areas have been cleared for roadways, farmyards, general
access, and storage of heavy equipment and fill. A maxture of early successional grasses and weedy
species have invaded these sites to varymg-degrees. Omamental trees and shrubs are planted near
both occupied and unoccupied residences.

3.3.2  Wildlife

The Phase I RI report niotes that no rare, threatened, or endangered animal species were observed on
site at the EJFDF during surveys in 1991, and that none are expected due to the extensive non-native
vegetation. However, endangered water birds were observed in the offsite agricultural/wetlands area
during the 1998 ecological survey.

3.3.2.1 ONsite WILDLIFE

Birds. Twelve bird species were observed on the EJFDF site during the 1991 survey. The most
abundant species included zebra dove (Geopelia siriata), spotted dove (Strepiopelia chinensis), red-
vented bulbul (Pyenonotus cafer), common waxbill (Esirilda astrild), and chestnut mannikin
{Lontchura malacea).

Mammals. Mammal populations were not assessed by onsite surveys; however, according to the
Phase [ RI report, species expected to inhabit the EIFDF site include the black rat (Rattus rattus),
house mouse (Mus musculus), and Indian mongoose (Herpestes auropunctatus) (Ogden 1996},

3.3.2.2 Orrsite WILDLIFE

Birds. The offsite agricultural/wetlands area may be used by endangered water birds, including the
Hawaiian coot (Fulica americana afai), Hawailan common moorhen (Gallinula chloropus
sandvicensis), and Hawaiian duck {Anas wyvilligna). The Hawaiian black-necked stilt (Himaniopus
mexicanus knudseni) was observed foraging in the watercress fields and may forage along the
shoreline south of the EJFDF. The bird species observed on site are alse common i the
agricultural/wetlands area.

Local farmers indicate that Hawaiian coots were relatively common in the offsite area several
decades ago, when the major crops were taro and lotus. The coots foraged in the open space under
the large leaves. However, coots were rarely observed after watercress became the dominant crop.
Black-necked stilts and cattle egrets are commonly observed foraging in the watercress fields. The
farmers do not report seecing the Hawailan duck, but the Hawaiian common moorhen is seen
occasionally. The farmers also reported occasionally seeing short-eared owls (Asio flammeus
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sandwichensis) using the area in the evenings. Table 3-2 lists bird species that have been observed at

the EJFDF or in the offsite agricultural/wetlands area.

Table 3-2: Bird Species in the EJFDF Phase U Rl Investigation Arga

Commonhame

Latin Name

Black-crowned right-heron

Nycticorax nycticorax hoactli

Cattle egrst

Bubuleus ibis

Chestnut mannikin

Lonchura malacca

Common mynah

Acridotheres tristis

Common waxbill

Estrilda astrild

Hawalian black-necked stilt

Himanlopus mexicanus knudsen

Hawaiian commaon moorben”

Gallinula chloropus sandvicensis

Hawaiian coot®

Fulica americana alai

House finch

Carpodacus mexicanus

House sparrow

Passer domeslicus

Java sparrow

Padda orvzivora

Northern cardinal

CGardinalis cardinalis

Red-crested cardinal

Paroaria coronata

Redwented bulbul

Pyenonotus cafer

Short-eared owl® Asfo flammeus sandwichensis
Spotied dove Streplopelia chinensis
Zebra dove Geopelia striata

*Vertal reports from farmers; commonly observed in past years,

Mammals. The only mammals directly observed during the 1998 offsite survey were the Indian
mongoose (Herpestes auropunciatus), and domestic dog (Canis familiaris). Evidence of the house
cat (Felis domesticus), Norwegian rat {Rattus norvegicus), and house mouse (Mus musculus) was
also noted.

Amphibians and Reptiles. The amphibians and reptiles listed in Table 3-3 have been observed in
the offsite agricultural/wetlands area.

Table 3-3; Amphibians and Reptiles Observed in the AgriculturaliWellands Area

Common Name Latin Mame

Cane toad Bufo marinus

Bulifrog Rana calesbiena

Garden skink Lampropholis delicata
House gecko Hemidactylus frenatus
Green anole lizard Anolis carvlinensis porcatus
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3.4 TOPOGRAPHY

As shown in Figure 3-2, the elevation of the Phase II RI investigation area ranges from sea level
along the shore of Middle Loch to approximately 100 feet above ms! at the northern boundary of the
EJFDF. The elevation along the EJFDF southern boundary fence is approximately 30 feet above
msl, and along Waiawa Road (just south of the fence) it is approximately 25 feet above msl,
Drainage is generally directed toward the southern portion of the EJFDF, where a deep gully has
developed, Due to the lack of activity in recent years, the EJFDF site 1s almost completely
overgrown with dense vegetation.

Waiawa Road separates the EIFDF site from the offsite investigation area. An embankment slopes
down from Waiawa Road to the watercress farm area, which generally ranges between 5 and 15 feet
above msl. The lowest portions of the offsite area are near sea level along the shoreline; therefore,
the lower drainage channels experierce the ebb and flow of the tide from Middle Loch.

3.5 - Surrace WaATER HYDROLOGY

Surface water generally drains from north to south at the EJFDF and concentrates in the extreme
south-central portion of the site, where the deep gully has developed. The major surface water
drainage feature in the offsite arca is the unnamed stream that originates on the Nakatani Farm and
drains ruch of the agricultural land southeast of the EJFDF site. The surface water hydrology of the
offsite agricultural/wetlands area was surveyed in June 1998 as part of the Phase I RI field
investigation. Offsite surface water drainage is shown in Figure 3-3,

Irrigation and drinking water for the agricultural area is provided by artesian wells that tap a deep
confined (basal) aquifer at depths of 160 feet bgs or more. Six artesian (flowing wells) were
identified in the offsite area during the Phase T RI. The six wells are listed in the State of Hawail
Groundwater Index and Summary, Department of Land and Natural Resources (DLNR 1998). The
wells are designated 2359-05 (FW-1), 2359-06 (FW-5), 2359-07 (FW-3), 2359-15 (FW-6), 2359-16
(EW-4), and 2359-17 (FW-2). The index identifies FW-5 and FW-6 as unused; however, FW-5,
which provides irrigation water for the Sasaki watercress patch, was in use at the time of the Phase
II RI round two sampling effort in 1999, The artesian flow is very abundant; however, seasonal
fluctuations are evident, With the approach of summer, flow is decreased and the water becomes
saltier. Watercress is the primary crop irrigated by water from the flowing wells, The typical
watercress field is excavated to the desired depth (average 1-2 feet below grade), filled with a few
inches of gravel, and then flooded to a depth of 3-4 inches. The water is allowed to flow naturally;
the excess is channeled down into tidal ditches that drain into the Middle Loch of Pearl Harbor
(Photo 3-7 and Photo 3-8), The watercress farm area extends from the Sasaki farm on the west to the
marsh complex east of the Nakatani farm. A recently reconstructed stormwater management facility
between Waipahu High School and the bicycle path bounds the offsite investigation area on the
west,

The unnamed stream that originates on the Nakatani Farm (Photo 3-0) flows along the eastern
margin of the offsite investigation area. The Nakatani farm is located east of the stream and is not
included in the investigation area because it is in a different watershed from that of the EJFDF, the
Oshita Farm, and the Sasaki Farm, With the exception of the Sasaki Farm area, the unnamed stream
drains the entire agricultural wetland area south of the site, as well as the extensive agricultural and
wetland area east of the stream (which includes the Nakatani Farm). Surface water and sediment
samples collected at the mouth of the unnamed stream would therefore be subject to contamnation
from a variety of sources. The drainage areas on both sides of the unnamed stream contain numerous
potential sources of hydrocarbon contamination (see Section 3.1.3).
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The paved bicycle path south of the watercress farm area separates the hydrology of the offsite area
into a freshwater zone and tidal drainage ditch north of the path and a marine estuary (Middle Loch)
south of the path. Most of the freshwater agricultural drainage and runoff from the EJFDF crosses
beneath the bicycle path at four points (see Figure 3-1):

« Under the bicycle path bridge (Photo 3-4), which spans the unnamed stream that receives
drainage from as far west as the Oshita farm and as far east as a marsh east of the Nakatani
Farm, The marsh is the source of freshwater for the Waiawa Unit of the Pearl Harbor
National Wildlife Refuge (Figure 3-1).

« Through a 10-inch metal pipe that drains the Sasaki Farm to the mangrove swamp along the
shoreline

» Through two culverts and outfall control structures that drain the stormwater management
pond south of Waipahu High School

The four outfalls are at elevations susceptible to tidal influence.

3.6 UNDERGROUND UTILITIES

A map of onsite underground utilities appears in the Phase I RI report (Ogden 1996). This section
focuses on the underground pipelines in the offsite area south of the EJFDF shown in Figure 3-3.

Petroleum product pipelines exist both north and south of the offsite agricultural area and must be
considered potential sources of contamination. A 10-inch-diameter petroleum preduct pipeline
operated by Tesoro (formerly operated by BHP Hawaii) parallels the southern boundary of the EJFDF
just inside the fenceline, along an easement corridor through Navy property. The pipeline runs from
Campbell Industrial Park in southwest Oahu into downtown Honolulu, and has been in operation siice
the early 1970s. The pipeline carries gasoline, diesel fuel, or kerosene (at different times).

At least three petroleum product pipelines are known to parallel the bicycle path between the
agricultural area and the shore of Middle Loch. A 10-inch-diameter pipeline operated by Navy FISC
carries JP-5 jet fuel. The pipeline runs along the south side of the bicycle path, but crosses beneath
the path near west end of the offsite area and continues west along the north side of the path.
Chevron operates two 8-inch-diameter petroleum product pipelines that run along the north side of
the bicycle path. One of the pipelines, the “black oil” line, carries fuel oil; the other pipeline, the
“white o0il” line, carries jet fuel, diesel fuel, or gasoline (at different times). Chevron formerly
operated a 4-inch “tracer” pipeline (also along the north side of the bicycle path) that carnied hot
water, but is now mactive. During the utility clearance survey conducted for the Phase Il RI field
investigation, another pipeline or section of a pipeline was identified near the west end of the offsite
area, north of the FISC pipeline, The operator of this pipeline and the type of material transported (if
any) have not been determined. A force-main sanitary sewer parallels the FISC petroleum pipeline
south of the bicyele path.

A 10-inch sanitary sewer main runs southwest to northeast through the offsite area, south of and
roughly parallel to Waiawa Road. In August 1995, workers excavating a trench for installation of
the sewer main reportedly observed a “petroleum-based contaminant” in excavated soil (Okada
1995). The petroleum contamination was reportedly observed only in the area between the Oshita
watercress patch and the farmhouse to the north.
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A S4-inch concrete-reinforced stormwater pipe from LCC discharges to Middle Loch at a point
south of the abandoned buses. The storm dram conveys storm runoff from LCC southwest along
Waiawa Road, parallel to the southern boundary of the EJFDF, to the west side of the Sasaki farm,
where it turns seuth to the Middle Loch outfall. The backfilled trench of the storm drain may serve
as a migration pathway for caprock groundwater to the Middle Loch outfall,

3.7 REGIONAL GEOLOGIC SETTING

Two major volcanic mountain ranges form the island of Oahu, Both ranges are the eroded remnants
of large clongate shield voleanoes, The Koolau Range on the east 1s much younger than the Waianae
Range on the west. The gently sloping plain (Schofield Plateau) that separates the two ranges was
formed when Koolau lava flows banked against the eroded slopes of the Walanae Range, After a
long period of erosion, voleanic activity resumed with the eruption of the vents and lava flows of the
Honelulu Voleanic Series. The lava flows on Oahu, as on all of the Hawaiian Islands, are basaltic in
composition. Individual flows are generally thin and exiremely permeable.

The EJFDF is located south of the Schofield Plateau on the Ewa Plain, a large lowland coastal plain
formed by interbedded alluvial and marine deposits. The coastal plain deposits, or “caprock.”
include sand, gravel, and low-permeability beds of clay and silt. The low-permeability caprock strata
may form confiming layers above a basal aquifer (the Pearl Harbor Aquifer) that exists within the
underlying highly permeable fractured Koolau basalts. The caprock strata may contain unconfined
near-surface groundwater (caprock water-bearing zones). Regional geology is depicted in Figure
34,

3.71  Investigation Area Geology

Onusite Geology. The Phase I RI report presents a detailed description of the geology of the onsite
area, as interpreted from the logs of approximately 25 onsite borings advanced during the Phase I RI
and previous investigations (Ogden 1996). As summarized in the report, the subsurface at the
EJFDF consists of relatively impermeable interbedded alluvial and marine deposits (caprock)
overlying highly permeable fractured Koolau basalts. The sedimentary deposifs are up to 95 feet
thick in the northemn portion of the site, and decrease in thickness as the ground surface slopes down
toward the shore of Middle Loch. The sediments are approximately 35 feet thick along the southem
boundary of the EYEDF.

Silts, clayey silts, and silty clays overlie the unconfined caprock water-bearing zone in the onsite
area. The caprock water-bearing zone occurs within silty sand and silty gravels interbedded with
silts, clayey silts, and silty clays. Sand or gravel was encountered at the water table in most of the
onsite borings.

The confined basal aquifer exists within the basalts that underlie the caprock. Driller’s logs from the
artesian wells in the agricultural area dovwngradient of the site indicate that the confined basal
aquifer was encountered at a depth of approximately 45-58 feet bgs (40-50 feet below msl) (Ogden
1996). Therefore, in the onsite area, the confined basal aquifer would be encountered at
approximately 75 feet bgs near the southern boundary of the site, and at approximately 135 feet bgs
near the northern boundary of the site.

Boring logs were used to construct geologic cross sections along fransects that intersect borings
completed during the Phase Il RI; Phase I RI and previous investigations. The eross sections group
the vanous stratigraphic unils described on the-boring-logs into broad classibications (1e.; gravel;
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sand, silty clay, and weathered basalt) to facilitate visualization of the subsurface. The cross sections
are presented in Figure 3-5, Figure 3-6, Figure 3-7, and Figure 3-8,

Offsite Geology. This section provides an overview of the geology of the agricultural/wetlands area
between the EJFDF southern boundary and the Middle Loch shoreline, as interpreted from the
boring logs of 26 direct-push and four HSA borings completed in the offsite area during the Phase Il
RI. The borings were advanced to investigate the downgradient extent of soil and groundwater
contamination associated with the EJFDF MOGAS release. Bormg locations are shown in Figure
2-3; boring logs are presented in Appendix C,

The thickness of the sedimentary sequence in the offsite area is much less than in the onsite area.
The decrease in thickness is associated with the low-elevation of the offsite area, combined with an
increase in the elevation of the underlying basalt bedrock. Offsite strata are predominantly stiff silty
clays. The relatively permeable sediments that occur within the caprock water-bearing zone on site
(the silty sand, silty gravel, and sandy gravel units) tend to pinch out downgradient of the EJFDF.
Therefore, the offsite strata are generally less permeable than the onsite strata. Caprock groundwater
in the offsite area occurs within thin silty sand and silty gravel layers mterbedded with the silty
clays, and may also occur within the underlying weathered basalt. Offsite geology is illustrated in
the geologic cross sections presented in Figure 3-5, Figure 3-6, Figure 3-7, and Figure 3-8.

3:8 HYDROGEOLOGY

3.8.1 Regional Hydrogeology

The hydrogeologic characteristics of the EJFDF area are very cormmon in the Hawaiian Islands. Two
distinct groundwater bodies occur in the site area:

»  Anunconfined, near-surface water-bearing zone (the caprock groundwater)

* - A deep confined aquifer, cormumonly referred to as a basal aquifer. The general hydrogeology
of the EJEDF region is shown in Figure 3-4,

The confined basal aquifer that underlies the EJFDF is part of the Pearl Harbor Aquifer, the most
productive aquifer in the State of Hawaii. Fresh water of the confined basal aquifer floats on and
displaces salt water, which saturates the highly permeable basalts at the base of the island of Oahu.
Basal groundwater in the ETFDF area originates as rainwater in higher drainage basins to the north
and northeast. The basal groundwater generally migrates seaward through zones of highly
permesble, fractured basalt, and flows beneath relatively impermeable sedimentary confining layers
(caprock) as it approaches Pearl Harbor. The Pear] Harbor Aquifer has been thoroughly investigated
(Wentworth 1951; Mink 1980; Mink, Yuen, and Chang 1988). Horizontal hydraulic conductivities
of the fractured basalts of the Pearl Harbor Aquifer range from approximately 9 x 107 centimeter
per second (cm/sec) to 7 x 107 cm/sec. The potentiometric surface of the confined basal aquifer
slopes gently toward the shore of Pearl Harbor, the hydraulic gradient is approximately 0.3 meter
per kilometer (m/km).
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The unconfined, near-surface caprock water-bearing zone occurs within the caprock sediments and
15 separated from the basal groundwater by the low-permeability strata that confine the deep aquifer.
The caprock water-bearing zone generally extends approximately 1 mile inland from the shoreline.
The caprock groundwater is usually interconnected with the ocean, and 1s commonly brackish fo
salty due to seawater intrusion. Hydraulic conductivity of the caprock water-beanng zone 1s
significantly less than the hydraulic conductivity of the confined basal aquifer. Phase I RI field test
results (constant discharge and slug testing) suggest the average horizontal hydraulic conductivity of
the caprock water-bearing zone in the onsite area is on the order of 1 x 107 en/sec or less. The
slope of the caprock water table (approximately 6 m/km) is significantly steeper than the
potentiometric surface of the confined basal aquifer in the EJFDF area (approximately 0.3 m/km
[Mink 19807).

3.8.2 Investigation Area Hydrogeology

The shallow caprock water-bearing zone is apparently continuous throughout the investigation ares,
and occurs within lenses of sand and gravel interbedded with relatively impermeable silts and clays.
The deep confined basal aquifer exists within the highly permeable, fractured Koolau basalts that
underlie the sediments. The caprock groundwater is brackish to salty due to seawater mtrusion
Although the basal groundwater is not as saline as the caprock groundwater, groundwater flowing
from artesian wells that tap the confined basal aguifer downgradient of the EJFDF has been
characterized as brackish.

The potentiometric surface of the confined basal aquifer is considerably higher than that of the
unconfined caprock water-bearing zone (as shown in Figure 3-4). The potentiometric surface of the
confined basal squifer in the vieinity of the EIFDF has been measured at approximately 16 fest
above msl (Ogden 1996), while the elevation of the caprock water table in the investigation area
ranges from less than 2 to 13 feet gbove msl The hydraulic gradient across the low-permeability
confining strata between the two groundwater bodies is therefore directed upward, from the
confined basal aguifer toward the caprock water-bearing zone. Any leakage through the confining
strata would therefore also be directed upward.

The differenice 11 hydranlic head between the two. groundwater bodies 1s evidence of a relatively
impermeable hydraulic barrier; and reflects 4 difference in elevation between the two recharpe areas.
The confined basal aquifer is recharged by heavy rainfall in the higher elevations of the Koolau
Range northeast of Pearl Harbor, whereas the caprock water-bearing zone is recharged primarily by
local sources, including rainfall, irrigation water, and springs supplied by the confined basal aquifer,

Groundwater sampling results provide direct evidence that caprock groundwater does not reach the
confined basal aquifer in the investigation area. Although onsite monitoring well sampling results
indicate that caprock groundwater at the EJFDF has been impacted by the MOGAS release,
contaminants associated with the release have not been detected in groundwater samples collected
from the artesian irrigation wells that tap the confined basal aquifer.

3.8.2.1 CAPROCK WATER-BEARING ZONE

The water 1able contour maps presented irt Figure 3-9 and Figure 3-10 depict the caprock water
table; as-determined from depth-to-water measurements taken on 10 Aupust 1998 and 28 April 1999,
I addition to the August 1998 and April 1999 measurements, water level data were collected on
19 January and 23 March 1999 {see Appendix H). Although increased ramfall during the winter
months normally causes an mdrease i the elevation of the waler table, the water level data indicate
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that very little variation in water levels oceurred between August 1998 and April 1999, This is most
likely the result of the unusually low ramfall recorded over the winter of 19981999,

The caprock water table is approximately 80 feet bgs near the northern boundary of the EIFDF, and
occurs closer to the surface as the topography slopes down toward the shore of Middle Loch.
Caprock water table elevations measured during the Phase Il RI range from approximately 13 feet
above msl in the northern portion of the EJFDF to about 2 feet above msl near the Middle Loch
shoreline. The hydraulic gradient is about 2 mi/km at the north end of the EJIFDF and increases in the
downgradient direction, reaching about 13 m/km in the watercress farm area,

Results of the Phase I RI and previous investigations indicate that caprock groundwater
downgradient of the site discharges to the harbor, but does not reach the ground surtace inland of the
shorehne, No evidence of groundwater seeps or springs was identified during the Phase I1 BRI surface
water hydrology survey, or during surveys conducted during the Phase I RI. Hydrogeological
evidence from the Phase II BRI borings and wells indicates that the caprock groundwater does not
discharge mto the watercress fields, and that the discharge area 1sat or beyond the Middle Loch
shorehine.

Onsite Conditions: Caprock groundwater beneath the EJFDF site oceurs within layers of silty sand
and gravel interbedded with relatively impermeable silts and clays. Phase I RI field test results
(constant discharpe, slug, and permeameter testing) suggest that the average horizontal hydraulic
conductivity of the caprock water-bearing zone in the onsite area is less than 2 x 107 cm/sec.
Hydraulic conductivity values measured by laboratory permeameter testing of samples collected
from onsite borings during the Phase T RI averaged only 6.33 » 107 cm/sec (Ogden 1996). It should
be noted that hydrauhic conductivity values obtained by laboratory permeameter testing are often
considerably lower than values oblained by feld testing, The discrepancies are generally. due to
localized zones of increased transmussivity (such as the silly sand and-silty gravel beds-found at the
EJFDF), or other discontinuities that affect in-place, subsurface hydraulic conductivity.

Offsite Conditions: Borings advanced: during the Phase 1 RI revealed that the stratigraphy of the
offsite area downgradient of the EJFDF is dominated by stiff silty clays. Caprock groundwater in the
offsite area occurs within relatively thin silty sand and silty gravel layers interbedded with the silty
clays, and may also occur within the underlying weathered basalts. The relatively permeable
sediments that occur within the caprock water-bearing zone on site (the silty sand, silty gravel, and
sandy gravel units) tend to pinch out downgradient of the EJFDF. Offsite stratigraphy and
geotechnical laboratory test results suggest that average hydraulic conductivities downgradient of
the EJFDF are significantly lower than in the onsite area, Saturated hydraulic conductivity of three
silty ¢lay samples collected from offsite borings (measured by laboratory permeameter testing)
ranged between 1.5 x 107 cmi/sec and 8.8 x 107" em/sec (typical of unweathered marine clays
{Freeze and Cherry 19797). The saturated hydraulic conductivity of a silty sand laver encountered in
one of the offsite borings was measured at 4.9 x 10* cm/sec (typical of silty sand [Freeze and
Cherry 19791).
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Although caprock groundwater beneath the EJFDF site is unconfined, the caprock water-bearing
zone in the offsite area appears to exist under confined or semi-confined conditions. Strata overlying
the caprock water-bearing zone in the offsite area are predominantly low-permeability silty clays.
The low-permeability layers appear to form confining units above the water-bearing zone. (The
hydraulic conductivity of one sample of the silty clay, as measured by laboratory permeameter
testing, was only 1.5 % 10 cm/sec.) As shown in Table 3-4, water levels in the offsite wells
stabilized as much as 23 feet higher than the levels at which saturated sediments were first
encountered when the borings were advanced,

Table 3-4: Water Levels Noted in Borings versus Static Water Levels in Corresponding Wells

Inftial Groundwater

Boring Well Encountersd in Boring {fest Stgtic Water Level Increasein Water bevel
Ftrriber Mumber above msi) * {fast above sy {fent)
B-02 Mi-1 -12.63 7.00 19.63
B-03 Wi-2 ~4, 34 240 544
B:08 el 0.43 5.75 532
B-07 M4 =274 544 B8.18
B-08 Kil-5 =173 572 845
B-09 Mi-6 Uncerain® 7.85 G
B0 M7 Uncerain © 818 e
B-16 Mi=8 10,85 7.67 18.52
BAY M9 =127 8.07 9.34
B5-20 Mi-10 ~158.33 7.85 23.28
B:23 BT Lincartain © , 5.93 -
B-25 Mi-12 Uncerttain © 233 —
B-27 MW-23 ~11.56 7:39 18.85
B28 MW-24 ~8.58 7.57 1718
B-29 MW-25 2.84 562 278
B-30 MW-26 Uneertain ® 625 m

= nof available

2 evel at which saturated sediments were first encountered as boring was advanced:
 siatic water jevel (10 August 1998)
®Water level could not be precisely determined in boring.

The water level data and topography of the watercress farm area appear to indicate that it is possible
for the potentiometric surface of the caprock water-bearing zone to reach elevations high enough to
intersect the bottom of the watercress patches in some areas. However, discharge from the caprock
water-bearing zone into the watercress ponds is highly unlikely. Discharge would be possible only if
the potentiometric surface of the caprock water-bearing zone were to rise above the surface water
level in the ponds. The groundwater level and surface water elevation data indicate that the pond
water elevations are above the level of the caprock groundwater potentiometric surface (as shown in
Figure 3-4). The height of the surface water above the potentiometric surface results ina downward-
directed hydraulic gradient across the low-permeability strata between the surface water and the
groundwater; therefore, if discharge occurred, it would be directed downward, from the watercress
ponds into the caprock groundwater, rather than upward into the ponds.
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It is important to nofe, however, that neither upward nor downward discharge is likely because the
low-permeability silty clays overlying the caprock water-bearing zone in the watercress farm area
form confining units above the water-bearing zone. Although 1t was suspected that recharge from
surface water could cause caprock groundwater “mounding” (a local increase in water table
elevation) in the watercress field area, the Phase II RI water table measurements did not reveal any
mounding effects. This suggests that offsite-area surface water does not significantly recharge the
caprock water-bearing zone. The low-permeability clay and silty clay units that overlie the caprock
water-bearing zone in the offsite area appear to form a hydraulic barrier between the caprock
groundwater and surface water. The caprock groundwater body itself was not encountered in the
watercress pond-area borings until the borings reached depths below sea level: e.g., in the MI-2 and
MI-4 borings, groundwater was first encountered at depths of 4,34 and 2.74 feet below sea level,
respectively (see Table 3-4). Therefore, the hydrogeologic evidence indicates that the caprock water-
bearing zone actually occurs at depths well below the bottoms of the watercress ponds. In summary,
the hydrogeologic evidence indicates that discharge from the caprock-water bearing zone into the
watercress ponds is highly unhkely,

Potential for Exposure. As discussed below, hydrogeologic evidence and analytical data from the
Phase IT RI and previous investigations indicate that contaminants in the caprock groundwater are
not likely to reach the surface in the investigation area, or impact the confined basal aquifer.

Findings of the Phase II RI hydrogeologic investigation indicate that offsite caprock groundwater
does not reach the ground surface in the agricultural/wetlands area downgradient of the site, In
addition, Phase I and Phase II RI findings show that, in the onsite area, caprock groundwater
remains at least 20 feet bgs. No caprock groundwater springs or seeps have been observed at the
EJFDF or off site,

It is highly unlikely that either the unnamed streamn that flows along the eastern margin of the offsite
investigation area or the Waiawa Unit of the Pearl Harbor Wational Wildlife Refuge is impacted by
the EJFDF MOGAS release. As shown in Section 4, the groundwater contaminant plume associated
with the MOGAS release extends toward the south and southwest, and is essentially confined within
the EIFDF site boundary. The plume geometry is strong evidence that the hydrogeological
characteristics of the investigation area cause groundwater from the onsite area to flow toward the
south and southwest—-not southeast toward the unnamed strearm and the Waiawa Unit. Furthermore,
as noted in Section 3.1.3, water for the Waiawa Unit is not drawn from the unnamed stream. The
water source for the refuge is the freshwater marsh east of Nakatani Farm. This freshwater marsh is
located more than 1,500 feet east of the southeast comer of the site, The marsh is thus crossgradient
from the EJFDF, not downgradient {the hydraulic gradient is directed toward the south (see Figure
3-9 and Figure 3-10). Therefore, it is not possible for groundwater from the site fo impact the water
source for the wildlife refuge.

Phase 1 and Phase II RI groundwater sampling results indicate that concentrations of contaminants
related to the EJFDF MOGAS spill decrease to very low levels well before the contaminant plume
reaches the downgradient site boundary, and that the areal extent of the contaminant plume is
decreasing with time. The decreases in contaminant concentrations and plume area are atfributed to
natural attenuation. As discussed in Section 3, the biodegradation capacity of EJFDF caprock
sroundwater is more than sufficient to completely degrade even the highest BTEX concentrations that
have been detected. The Phase I RI groundwater sampling results indicate that even if discharge did
oceur in the watercress farm area, contaminant concentrations in the offsite caprock groumdwater are
well below levels that would pose unacceptable risks to human health or the environment.
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Phase 1 and Phase I RI findings indicate that EJFDF caprock groundwater has not impacted the deep
confined basal aquifer (the source of the artesian well water used to irrigate the watercress fields). The
observed hydrogeologic characteristics of the investigation area (i.¢., the low-permeability confining
layers that separate the two groundwater bodies and the upward-directed hydraulic gradient) indicate
that the EJFDF caprock groundwater is not connected to the confined basal aquifer.

As discussed in detail in Section 8.1.4, the caprock groundwater cannot be considered a current or
potential drinking water source. Human exposure is therefore highly unlikely. In the offsite area,
neither the caprock water-bearing zone nor the confined basal aquifer are classified as drinking
water sources according o the DOH report Aquifer Identification and Classification for Oahu (Mink
and Lau 1990)
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4. NATURE AND EXTENT OF CONTAMINATION

Results of the Phase T R field sampling and analysis program are evaluated in terms of nature (the
type and concentration of contaminants) and extent (the spatial distribution of contaminants). A
listing of all samples and analyses is presented in Appendix I. As discussed in Section 2, the primary
objectives of the Phase [I RI are to evaluate the potential impact of MOGAS constituents from the
1971 release on the human and ecological receptors in the offsite area downgradient of the EJFDF.
This evaluation therefore focuses on MOGAS-related contaminants detected in the offsite area and
MOGAS-related contanunants that may migrate from the EJFDF to the offsite area. The evaluation
also considers other detected contaminants that are unrelated to the 1971 MOGAS release.

Contammnination associated with the MOGAS release has remained almost completely within the
EJFDF site boundary, MOGAS constituents detected onsite consist of light-end hydrocarbons
commonly found in gasoline products, such as BTEX compounds, 1,2-DCA, and phenolic and
naphthalene compounds in the C2-C12 hydrocarbon range. Lead levels in onsite subsurface soils
and caprock groundwater are very low. In the offsite area, contaminants potentially associated with
the MOGAS release were detected in only a few of the subsurface soil and caprock groundwater
samples collected along Waiawa Road just south of the site boundary; the detected concentrations
were very low (well below risk-based screening critenia).

Corntaminants that warrant further evaluation are identified by comparing the concentrations detected
in soil, sediment, sirface water, and groundwater to risk-based screening criteria. Chemical-specific
ARARs or TBC criteria identified for the EJFDF are used as sereening criteria. The rationale used to
identify ARARs and TBCs for the EJFDFE is presented in Section & Contammants detected at
concentrations above the screening criteria and coutaminants without screening criteria are further
evaluated 1 the human health and ecological risk assessments presented in Sections 6 and 7.

The analvtical data tables in this section list only analyfes that were detected at concentrations above
the method reporting limit (MRL) in one or more samples. Analytes not detected at concentrations
above MRLs are not listed. Complete analytical data (including MRLs for all analytes) are presented
in-Appendix L

4.1 SURFACE S0, SEDIMENT, AND BURFACE WATER
Surface soil, sediment, and surface water samples were collected from the offsite area downgradient
of the EJFDF in June 1998. These samples were analyzed for the following constituents:
# TPH-gasoline and TPH-diesel by EPA Solid Waste (SW) 846 Method 80158
VOCs and SVOCs by CLP OLM 03.1
Selected PAHs by EPA SW 846 Method 8270C selective ion monitoring (SIM)
Lead by CLP ILM 04.0

L]

»

L4

411 . Surface Soil

Five offsite surface soil samples were collected 1 the area north of the Oshita watercress patch
where petroleum contamination was reportedly observed in August 1995 durmg excavation of a
sewer line trench, as described in Section 2 (Okada 1995). Table 4-1 lists the concentrations detected
in surface soil samples, and Figure 4-1 shows concentrations detected at each sample location.
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Table 4-1: Offsite Surface Soil Detections of Organic Compounds and Lead

EFA Region X Offsite Sampling Location

Residential Soil
Analyte PRG 801 S-02 5-03 504 5-05
SVOCs {uaike) by CLP OLM 034 .and PAHs by EPA 8270C SIM
Anthracené 14,000,000 ©BU 5U U 3294 5U
Benzolalanthracene 560 11434 124 15.824 16.97.J 214
Benzo{ajpyrene 56 10,387 144 16.9J 12.224 13J
Benzo{b)fluoranthene 560 23227 26,144 34154 26.65J7 244
Benzolg h.ijperylene Hs 10.71J 164 33364 13.66J 9647
Benzo(k)fiuoranthene 5,600 g4 1894 114 7d 204
BEHP 320,000 36470 38774 3304 330 59,864
Chrysene 58,000 14.79J 214 23.234 13,752 274
Dibenzo{a,hlanthracene L Janu g.921 16.054 330y 3304
Fluoranthene® 2,600,000 18.857 284 24034 31794 284
indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 560 a4 184 134 7d 114
Phenanthrene : f1s 54 104 84 13.64.0 54
Pyrene ‘ 1,500,000 17.84 234 26.96.4 21.94J 20
Lead{mg/kg) by CLP ILM 040
Lead 400 25.29J 19.974 39.010 | 44320 | 22654
Notes! ' .

All sampling deplhs'are 0-0.5feat bys.

Data qualifiers are defined in Seclion 4.5,

pofkg = microgram par kilogram

ns = no standard; no surface soil criteria established.

Bold italic number = detected concerntration above the MRL bul below thé screening criteria,

EPA SW BAG Method B270C SIM analysis used for PAHs.

* The DOH Tier 1 action tevel for this compound is lower than the corresponding PRG, and is therefore 'used in place of the
less-conservative PRG value.

Surface Seil Sereening Criteria. For TPH, State of Hawaii Department of Health (DOH) (1995b,¢,
1996a.b) Tier | action levels for soil were used as screening criteria. The DOH Tier 1 action levels
for soil are divided into two categories: drinking water source threatened and not threatened. (The
action levels for TPH are the same for both categories.) The DOH Tier 1 TPH soil action levels
cover three carbon ranges:

= TPH-gasoline {carbon range C6-C12). Phase II R soil samples were analyzed for TPH-
gasoline in the C8-C11 range:

+ TPH-middle distillates (carbon range C12-C24), Phase 1T R1soil samples were analyzed for
TPH-kerosene in the C11-C14 range, and TPH-diesel in the C14-C20 range. Detected TPH-
kerosene and TPH-diesel concentrations were combined for comparison to the middle
distillates criferia.

» TPH-residual fuels (carbon range >C24). Phase II RI soil samples were not analyzed for this
TPH range.

For VOCs and SVOCs (including PAHs) and lead, EPA Region IX PRGs for soil in residential areas
are used as screening criteria,
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For three PAH compounds (naphthalene, acenaphthene, and fluoranthene), the DOH Tier 1 action
levels are lower than the corresponding PRGs and are therefore used in place of the less-conservative
PRG criteria. Screening criteria for surface soil samples are deseribed in more detail in Section 8.1.1.

TPH and VOC Results. TPH and VOCs were not detected at concentrations above the MRL 1 any
of the surface soil samples. (The MRL for the VOC surface soil analyses ranged from 11,43 to 11.66
micrograms per kilogram [ug/keg]; the TPH MRL ranged from 1.1 to 12 milligrams per kilogram

[mg/kg].)

SVOC Results. All samples contained SVOCs at concentrations above the MRLs. The detected
SVOCs include several high-molecular-weight (HMW) PAHs and BEHP, at concentrations ranging
from 10 to 60 pa'ke. No SVOCs were detected at concentrations exceeding their screening criteria

Lead Results, Lead was detected at concentrations above the MRL in all five surface soil samples.
The detected concentrations range from 22 to 45 mg/kg, all below the EPA Region IX residential
PRG of 400 mg/kg.

4.1.2  Sediment and Surface Water

Collocated sediment and surface water samples were collected at tent locations (Figure 4-2). Samples
were collected from the watercress patches, from streams that drain into Middle Loch, and along the
harbor shoreline. Table 4-2 and Table 4-3 list the analyies detected in the sediment and surface water
samples, respectively.

Sediment Screening Criteria. Two sets of screening values are used as screening criteria for VOCs,
SVOCs, and lead in sediment:

= Effects range-low (ER-L) for marine sediment (Long et al. 1995). ER-Ls are used to screen
samples D-01 and D-02, which were collected along the shoreline,

¢ Threshold effect level (TEL) for freshwater sediment (Smith et al, 1996). TELs are used to
sereen samples D-03 through D-10, which were collected in the (freshwater) agricultural area.

Screening criteria for sediments are described in more detail in Section 8.1.3.

Surface Water Screening Criteria, Hawaii DOH water quality standards (WQSs) (Hawaii
Administrative Rules [HAR] Title 11-54), National Recommended Water Quality Criteria
(NRWQC) (EPA 1999b), and Great Lakes Tier I {Suter and Tsao 1996} values were used as
screening eriteria for VOCs, SVOUs, and lead in surface water:

« Chronic marine criteria were used to screen samples W-01, W-02, W-04, W-06, and W-09,

# Chromie freshwater criteria were used to-screen-samples W-03, W05, W-07, W-08, and W-10.
No screening values were identified for TPH in marine or fresh surface water because no TPH
eriteria ‘were identified as ARARs or TBCs for surface water. Screening criteria for surface water are

described in more detail in Sections 7 and 8.

TPH Hesults

TPH concentrations are below the MRL in all sediment and surface water samples.

45
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YOO Results

Sediment. Eight of the eleven sediment samples contained at lesst one of three VOUs {acetone,
Z-butanone, carbon disulfide) at concenirations above the MRL. The detected V(s are common
lahoratory reagents. Detected acetone and 2-butanone concentrations range from 16 to 75 pg'ke and
from 6 to 26 pp/ke, respectively, as illustrated in Figure 4-2, Carbon disulfide was detected in one

comparison to sediment VOC results.
Surface Water. VOC concentrations in all surface water samples are below the MRL (10 pg/L).

SVOC Hesulis

Sediment. SVOC concentrations above the MRLs were detected in all sediment samples. Sample
D-05, collected from the Oshita watercress patch, contained four PAHs (benzo(a)anthracene,
benzo(a)pyrene, chrysene, and pyrene) at concentrations above TEL sediment screening values.
Samples D-04, D-05 and D-09 also contained elevated concentrations of several other PAHs withno
TEL standards, Samples D-04 and D-05 were collected from the stream south of the Oshita
watercress patch. The detected PAHs (in the C16-C22 range) are heavier than compounds found in
MOGAS; therefore, they are not likely to be related to the 1971 MOGAS release (see Appendix J for
MOGAS product specifications). An elevated BEHP conecentration (estimated 1,798 pg/kg) was
detected in marine sediment sample D-01, which was collected near a storm sewer outfall to the
harbor (see Figure 4-2). BEHP was also detected in the watercress patch freshwater sediment
samples; however, concentrations were much lower (similar to the levels observed in surface soil
samples). BEHP is a common contaminant in urban environments and stormwater runoff, and 1s also
a common laboratory contaminant. Because caprock groundwater does not discharge to the
watercress farm area and because BEHP is not a typical gasoline constituent, the BEHP detected in
sediments is not likely to be related to the 1971 MOGAS release.

Surface Water. Six surface water samples contained SVOCs at concentrations exceeding the MRL.
These surface water analytes are included in the human health and ecological risk assessments
(Sections 6 and 7).

One surface water sample (W-06) collected from the Sasaki watercress patch contained several
HMW PAHs, including fluoranthene, pyrene, chrysene, benzo(ah)anthracene, benzo(a)pyvrene,
benzo(b)fluoranthene, benzo(k)fluoranthene, dibenzo(a,h)anthracene, indeno(1,2,3)pyrene, and
phenanthrene. Water samples W-03 and W-10, collected from the Oshita and Sasaki watercress
patches, respectively, contained only two or three HMW PAHs. PAH concentrations detected in
water samples W-03, W-06, and W-10 arc only slightly above the MRLs. These HMW PAHs were
also detected 1n sediment and surface soil samples collected in the watercress farm area. Due to their
high molecutar weights (C16-C22} and boiling points, these PAHs are not likely to be associated
with the 1971 MOGAS release. Benzo(a)pyrene has a boiling point of 925°F, whereas the maximum
boiling point reported for the Ewa Junction MOGAS product is 430°F) An elevated BEHP
concentrabion was detected in surface water sample W-01, collected next to the storm sewer outfall
to the harbor (see Figure 4-2). The BEHP detections are not likely to be related to the MOGAS
release. This analyte is a common contaminant in urban stormwater discharge, and 1s also a common
laboratory contammant
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Lead Resulis

Sediment. All 11 sediment samples contained lead at concentrations above the MRIL. Lead
concentrations range from approximately 4.5 to 56.1 mg/kg. Lead concentrations detected in two
sediment samples (D-03 and D-06) exceed the TEL screening value (35 mg/ke): sample D-03
(42.39 mg/kg) collected in the Oshita watercress patch, and sample D-06 (56.14 mg/kg) collected at
the west end of Sasaki watercress patch. Lead concentrations detected in the sediment samples are
similar to lead levels in surface soil samples collected north of the Oshita watercress pateh (see
Figure 4-1 and Table 4-1).

Surface Water. Six of the eight surface water samples contained lead at concentrations above the
MRL. Lead concentrations in two of the marine samples exceed both the WQS and NRWQC for lead
in saltwater. Lead concentrations in three of the freshwater samples exceed the NRWQC for lead in
freshwater; however, lead concentrations in two of the samples are below the WQS for freshwater.

The elevated lead concentrations detected in sediment and surface water samples may be attibutable
to elevated lead levels m surface soils in the offsite investipation area. The surface water samples
were not filtered; the lead may therefore be associated with suspended soil particles in the samples.
Caprock groundwater dees not discharge to the watercress farm area (see discussion in Section 3.8);
the elevated lead concentrations are therefore not likely to be related to the 1971 MOGAS release.

4.2  SUBSURFACEBOIL

Subsurface soil samples were collected at 26 offsite direct-push bonng locations (B-01 through
B-26) during 11-22 June 1998, and at four offsite HSA boring locations (B-27 through B-30) during
6-10 July 1998. All subsurface soil samples were analyzed for the following constituents:

¢ TPH-gasoline and TPH-diesel by EPA W 846 Method 8015B
* VOCsand SVOCs by CLPOLM 03.1
+= Lead by CLPILM 040

Detected concentrations above the MRLs are shown in Figure 4-3; all detected concentrations are
summarized in Table 4-4. Complete data are presented in Appendix 1,

Subsurface Seil Screeming Criteria. Chemical concentrations detected in the subsurface soil
samples are screened against the same criteria used for the surface soil samples, i.e., DOH Tier 1
action levels and EPA Region IX residential PRGs (see Section 4.1.1).

TPH Results, TPH-gasoline was detected in one sample, which was collected at 18.8-19.8 feet bgs
in boring B-14 (located west of the Oshita watercress farm area). The detected TPH-gasoline
concentration (1.5 mg/kg) is slightly above the MRL (1.4 mg/kg) and well below the DOH Tier 1
action level (2,000 mg/kg), TPH-diesel was not detected at concentrations above the MRL in any of
the subsurface soil samples.

VOC Results. VOCs were detected at concentrations above the MRL in 24 subsurface soil samples.
Low concentrations of 1,2-DCA were detected two samples: one from boring B-07 at 17-18 feet bgs
(3.76 pg/kg). and one from boring B-08 at 19-20 feet bgs (2.58 ng/kg). Acetone, 2-butanone, and
carbon disulfide were generally detected at concentrations similar to those detected in surface soil
and sediment samples; however, acetone was detected at relatively higher concentrations in samples
from berings B-15, B-21, B-27, and B-29. These compounds are common laboratory reagents.
Benzene and toluene were not detected in any of the subsurface soil samples. Ethylbenzene, total
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xylenes, and trimethylbenzenes were detected only in samples collected from borings B-29 and
B-30. All detected VOC concentrations are below the EPA Region IX residential PRG values.

SYOC Results. Thirty-one samples contained SVOCs (including PAHs) at concentrations above
MRILs, HMW PAHs, such as benzo(a)pyrene, benzo(b)fluoranthene, and benzo(gh,i)perylene, were
detected at very low levels in soil samples from several borings (B-06, B-14, B-17, and B-27 through
B-29). Lighter-end SVOCs and PAHs, such as 2-nitrophenol, phenol, 2-methylnaphthalene, and
naphthalene, were detected at low levels in soil samples from borings B-15, B-17, and B-29 through
B-30. Phthalates were also detected at very low concentrations throughout the investigation area. No
SVOCs were detected at concentrations above the screening critenia,

Lead. Lead concentrations above the MRL were detected in 42 subsurface soil samples. Concentrations
ranged from less than 1 to 3 mg/kg, well below the EPA Region IX (1998) residential PRG (400 mg/kg).

43 GROUNDWATER
The Phase Il Rl groundwater sampling program comprised two separate sampling rounds. In round
one, samples were collected during June-July 1998 from the following sites;
= 12 offsite nucrowells
¢ 4 newly installed offsite monitoring wells
+ 21 onsite monitoring wells
Subsurface soil and microwell groundwater sampling results were used to select locations for the four

new permanent monitoring wells installed in the offsite area. Caprock groundwater samples were
collected in two sampling rounds from the new offsite wells, and from 21 previously existing onsite wells,

Ini round two, samples were collected during April-May 1999 from the following sites:

= 4offsite monitoring wells

= 21 onsite monitoring wells

= . 3 offsite artesian wells
To evaluate the potential impact of the irrigation water on surface water quality in the watercress
patches, filtered and unfiltered groundwater samples were collected from three of the offsite artesian

wells that irrigate the watercress farms. The artesian well sampling data were also used to confirm
that caprock groundwater contaminants have not impacted the confined basal aquifer.

All groundwater samples were analyzed for the following constituents:

= TPH-gasoline, TPH-kerosene, and TPH-diesel by EPA SW 846 Method 80158

* VOCsand SYOCs by CLP OLM 03.1 (Round One), and EPA SW 846 Methods 82608 and
8270, respectively (Round Two)

+ Metals by CLP ILM 04.0
«  Hydrogeochemical parameters by the methods listed in Table 2-6

412
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Table 4-4: Organic Compounds and Lead Goncentrations in Subsurface Soil, Phase Il Bl, Ewa Junction Fuel Drumming Facility
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November 2000 Phase i Rl EJFDF, FISC, Peart Harbor Nature & Extent

The hydrogeochermical data (presented in the sample analvsis summary, Appendix I) were used to
evaluate natural atfenuation processes at the EJFDF (see Section 5.4.2). The hydrogeochemical
constituents are not contaminants.

Groundwater Sereeping Criteria. Chronje marine W(8s and DOH Tier 1 action levels for
sroundwater - {drinking waler source not threatened and rawifall less than 200 centimeters per vear)
are used as sereening criteria for VOCs, SVOCs, and metals in groundwater. Where both 8 WOS and
a Tier 1 action level are established for a given analyte and the two values differ, the lower of the
two values is used as the screening criterion. {No WQSs or DOH Tier 1 groundwater action levels
are established for TPH.) Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) maximum contaminant levels (MCLs)
are used as screening enteria for groundwater samples collected from the artesian wells that tap the
confined basal aquifer in the offsite area. The groundwater screening criteria are described in more
detail i Section 8.1.4.

Detected Gronadwater Concentrations. Groundwater sampling results from round one (June-July
1998) and round two (April-May 1999) are summarized in Table 4-5 and Table 4-6, respectively.
‘Complete groundwater data for both sampling rounds ave presented in Appeadix 1. The figures hsted

below illustrate spatial and temporal trends in the concentrations of BTEX, 1,2-DCA, and lead,
which were identified as indicator chermicals (ICs) for the caprock groundwater (see Section 5.2).

Total BTEX concentrations detected in EJFDF 1in caprock groundwater are presented in the following:

* Figure 4-4 (Phase I RI sampling: August 1994)
¢ Figure 4-5 (Phase 11 RI round-one sampling: June-—July 1998)
+ Figure 4-6 (Phase 1I RI round-two sampling: Aprib-May 1999)

Total 1,2-DCA concentrations detected in EJFDF caprock groundwater are shown in the following:

* Figure 4-7 (Phase I RI sampling: August 1994)
* Figure 4-8 (Phase I RI round-one sampling: June~July 1998)
* Figure 4-9 (Phase H RI round-two sampling: April-May 1999}

Total lead concentrations detected in EJFDF caprock groundwater are shown in the following:

* Figure 4-10 (Phase [I RI round-one sampling: June—July 1998)
s Figure 4-11 (Phase II RI round-two sampling: April-May 1999)

TPH-gasoline concentrations detected in EJFDF caprock groundwater are shown in the following:

«  Figure 4-12 (Phase II RI round-two samphng: April-May 1999)
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Table 4-8: Organic Compounds and Metal Concentrations in Groundwater, June-July 1998, Phase Il BRI, Ewa Junction Fusl Drumming Facility
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Table 4-8: Organic Compounds and Metal Concentrations in Groundwater, April-May 1899, Phase i Rl, Bwa Junction Fusl Drumming Facility
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MNovember 2000 Phase It R EJFDF, FISC, Pearl Harbor MNalure & Extent

4.3.1  First-Round Sampling, June~duly 1898

TPH Results, TPH was detected in only one of the groundwater samples collected during the first
sampling round (TPH-gasoline at 5,400 pg/L in the MW-2 sample). TPH-gasoline concentrations
were below the MRL in all other samples, as shown in Table 4-3. TPH-diesel and TPH-kerosene
concentrations were below the MRL (0.26 prg/1) in all first round groundwater samples. All TPH
data are presented in Appendix L

VOC Results. Samples from 18 of the onsite monitoring wells, one offsite monitoring well, and
three microwells contained VOC concentrations above the MRLs. No VOCs were detected at
concentrations above WQSs or DOH Tier 1 action levels, as presented in Table 4-3.

BTEX. The highest total BTEX concentrations have historically been detected at MW-2 (which is
located adjacent to UST 8-26, the MOGAS release point) and MW-15 (which is located
approximately 250 feet downgradient of UST 8-26). Total BTEX concentrations detected at these
two monitoring wells decreased significantly during the approximately 4 years between the Phase 1
RI and Phase I RI sampling events, as shown in Figure 4-4 and Figure 4-5. Total BTEX
concentrations detected in July 1998 at MW-2 and MW-135 were 705.3 and 656.1 pg/L, respectively.
No BTEX compounds were detected in offSite groundwater except in MI-4, where a very low
toluene concentration (1.16 pug/L) was detected.

1,2:DCA. Changes in 1,2-DCA concentrations between August 1994 and June—July 1998 are shown
in Figure 4-7 and Figure 4-8. In the area between USTs 8-26 and S-27, 1,2-DCA concentrations
decreased from greater than 10 pg/L to approximately 1 pg/L or less, However, the 1,2-DCA plume
appears to have migrated slightly toward the southwest along and just south of the site boundary,
where 1,2-DCA concentrations detected in offsite wells MW-25, MI-6, and MI-7 ranged from 1 to

& pgl/l.

Oiher FOCs: Acetone was detected in MW-0, MW-14, MW-16, MW-21, MW-22 and MW-25at
concentrations ranging from 15.96 pg/L to 36.65 pg/L. Carbon disulfide was detected in the sample
from MW-8 (2.4 pg/L). Trimethylbenzenes were detected in the sample from MW-2.

SVOC Results. Thirty-one samples (including two duplicate samples) contain SVOCs and PAHs at
concentrations above MRLs: No SVOCs were detected at concentrations above W(QSs or DOH Tier
1 action levels.

BEHP. Elevated BEHP levels were reported for samples from four onsite monitoring wells (MW-1,
MW-9, MW-16, and MW-20). As discussed below in Section 4.4, the elevated BEHP levels are
attributed to laboratory contamination.

Metal Results

Lead. Lead concentrations detected in the two Phase II RI sampling rounds are shown in Figure
4-10. Lead was detected at concentrations above the MRL (1 pg/L) in two onsite monitoring well
samples and i nine offsite microwell samples (including one duplicate sample).

Lead was detected at low concentrations (less than 1.2 ug/L) in two of the onsite monitoring well
samples (from MW-6, located at the northeast end of the interceptor trench, and MW-11, located
outside of the BTEX plume area; between UST-26 and UST-27).

Lead levels above the chronic marine WQS value (5.6 pg/L)y were detected in samples collected from
four of the twelve offsite microwells. The highest lead concentration (188.95 pg/L) was detected

4-41
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November 2000 Phase Il Rl EJFDF, FISC, Pearl Harbor Nature & Extent

the sample from MI-3 (northwest of the Sasaki watercress patch). Lead was detected at 79.4 pg/l.in
the sample from MI-4 (approximately 100 feet northeast of MI-3). The lead concentrations detected
at MI-1 (north of the Oshita watercress patch) and MI-12 (near the bicycle path) were 13.7 pg/L and
8.1 pe/L, respectively. Lead was not detected at concentrations above the MRL in any of the offsite
{4-inch~diameter) monitoring well samples.

The elevated lead levels detected in the offsite microwell samples are most likely associated with
suspended particulates. The groundwater samples were not filtered in the field or in the laboratory
prior to analysis. The l-inch microwells were difficult to develop; as a result, turbidity of the
microwell groundwater samples was significantly higher than turbidity in the monitoring well
groundwater samples. For example, the turbidity measured immediately before sample collection at
MI-3 was 138 nephelometric turbidity units (NTUs), and the sample was described as “muddy
brown.” Monitoring well groundwater samples, on the other hand, were described as clear, and
turbidity levels measured immediately prior to sampling were never more than 7.4 NTUs (turbidity
of most monitoring well samples was even lower, near zero). Lead was detected at significant
concentrations only in turbid samples from the microwells, and lead levels detected in the monitoring
wells both on and off site are very low; therefore, the 1971 MOGAS release is not likely to be the
source of lead detected in offsite groundwater samples during the first sampling round.

Other Metals. Metal concentrations above MRLs were detected in all 25 monitoring wells and in 11
of the 12 microwells. Copper, chromium, nickel, arsenic, and zinc were detected at concenfrations
above WQSs. Elevated copper, nickel, and zinc concentrations were detected in the samples from
MW-1 and MW-19, both of which are putside the area impacted by the MOGAS release, MW-1 is
located approximately 900 feet upgradient of UST 5-26. MW-19 is located south of Building 9.
Concentrations of these metals are lower in the wells downgradient of UST S-26, mdicating that the
elevated metals concentrations are not related to the MOGAS release. Elevated copper, chromium,
nickel, arsenic, and g concéntrations ‘were alse détected 1n the offsite microwells, These metal
detections are likely to be due to the high suspended solids content (i.e., high turbidity) of the
microwell samples, Concentrations of these metals detected in the (low-turbidity) offsite monitoring
well samples were much lower.

4.3.2 Second-Round Sampling, May 1949

TPH Results. TPH-gasoline was detected in 11 samples (including two duplicate samples) collected
from onsite monitoring wells; concentrations range from 100 to 1,100 pg/L. (the MRL is 100 pug/L),
as shown in Table 4-6 and Figure 4-12, The TPH-gasohne plume underlies approximately the same
area as the BTEX plume. The first- and second-round groundwater TPH results show little
correlation. The lack of correlation may indicate a problem with the first-round laboratory’s TPH
analyses, The second-round TPH results correlate well with the BTEX results; therefore, the second
round TPH results are likely to represent actual field conditions.

TPH-middle distillates (kerosene) was detected n seven samples (including one duplicate sample)
collected from the onsite monitoring wells; concentrations range from 0.3 to 2.8 pg/L.. TPH-diesel
concentrations arebelow the MRL. The TPH-kerosene distribution correlates well with the TPH-
gasoline distribution; therefore, the kerosene-range hydrocarbons are likely to represent the heavier
end of the MOGAS product, rather than a distinet contaminant source.

VOC Results. VOC concentrations above MRLs were detected in samples from 15 onsite

monitoring wells. Acetone is the only VOC detected in offsite groundwater {at MW-24). No VOC
concentrations are above chronic marine WQSs or DOH Tier Laction levels, as shown in Table 4-6.
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BTEX. As shown in Figure 4-6, maximum total BTEX concentrations were detected at monitoring
wells MW-2 and MW-15 (total BTEX concentrations were 580.1 and 386 pg/L, respectively). A
significant decrease in total BTEX concentrations occurred over the period between the first and
second sampling rounds.

1,2-DCA. As shown in Figure 4-9 and Table 4-6, 1,2-DCA was detected in several onsite monttoring
wells during round two. As in round one, 1,2-DCA concentrations slightly above the MRL were
detected upgradient of the BTEX plume in MW-11 and MW-14. Although the 1,2-DCA
concentration detected at MW-=15 during round one is below the MRI. (10 pg/L), the round-two
concentration for MW-13 15 15 pg/l.

SYOC Results. SYOC concentrations above MRLs were detected in samples from 19 onsite
monitoring wells and all four offsite monitoring wells. No SVOCs were detected at levels above
their screening criteria. BEHP was detected at low levels in MW-6 and MW-16 (in the southeastem
corner of the site), and at very low levels in the offsite monitoring wells. No HMW PAHs were
detected during the second round. SVOC concentrations in the artesian well samples are below
MRLs.

Bletal Results

Lead. As shown in Figure 4-11 and Table 4-6, lead was detected at only one sampling location:
MW-2 (1.455 pg/L). The detected lead concentration is well below the WQS. Lead was not detected
inany of the artesian well groundwater samples.

Metal concentrations above MRLs were detected in all monitoring wells and artesian wells sampled
during the second round. However, the pattern of metal detections indicates that the 1971 MOGAS
release is not likely to be the source. Copper #nd zinc concentrations slightly exceed the WQS
screening criteria in the sample from (upgradient) well MW-1. Copper was also detected at a
concentration slightly above the WQS in the (downgradient) MW-23 sample. Copper and zinc
concentrations detected within the core of the area impacted by the MOGAS release are below
MRLs. Mercury concentrations detected in the (unfiltered} sample from MW-21 and the (filtered)
gample from artesian well FW-3 slightly exceed the WQS. Several of the groundwater mercury
results were rejected due to poor matrix spike recovery (see Section 4.5.1).

4.83.3 - Comparison of First- and Second-Round Dala

TPH Results. TPH-kerosene was detected only in the second sampling round. The lack of TPH-
kerosene detections in the first round may be due to the lower MRL achieved for the second round (2
different analytical laboratory was used for the second round). The distributions of TPH-gasoline and
TPH-kerosene correspond with the BTEX plume area. The lack of cormrelation between first- and
second-round TPH results may- indicate a problem with the first rotind laboratory’s TPH -analyses.
The second=round TPH results correlate well with the BYEX resulis: therefore; the second-round
TPH results are likely to represent actual field conditions.

VOC Results, All VOC concentrations detected in both the first and second groundwater sampling
rounds are below W(QSs and DOH Tier 1 action levels. BTEX concentrations detected at MW-2 and
MW-15 declined slightly over the approximately 1-year period between the two sampling rounds for
the Phase 1T BRI However, BTEX concentrations detected at these two wells i 1998 and 1999 are
much lower than those detected during the last round of Phase T RI groundwater sampling in 1994,
The core of the BTEX plume has not shifted downgradient since 1994, and the plume is remaimning
well within the site boundary.

4-43

AR00029895



MNovernbier 2000 Phase li Bl EJFDF, FISC, Pearl Harbor Nature & Extent

SVOC Results. All SVOC concentrations detected in both the first and second groundwater
sampling rounds are below WQSs and DOH Tier 1 action levels.

Metal Results. Lead concentrations detected in samples from both the onsite and offsite monitoring
wells are very low. Lead levels above 1 pg/l were detected in only three monitoring wells. All
monitoring well lead detections are below 1.5 pg/L. The elevated lead levels detected in turbid
groundwater samples from the offsite microwells appear to be related to the high suspended solids
content of these samples, not to the 1971 MOGAS release. (None of the monitoring well or
microwell groundwater samples were filtered.) The other metals detected in the caprock water-
bearing zone also appear to be unrelated to the MOGAS release.

4.4 - Quauty CONTROL SAMPLES

The field QC samples consist of field blanks, field duplicates, trip blanks, equipment rinsates, and PE
samples. As discussed in Section 2.7, field QC samples are collected to help monitor sampling
procedures and identify potential outside sources of contamination.

4.4.1 - Field Q0 Samples

Seventeen field duplicate pairs were collected and analyzed. In accordance with U.S, Navy PACDIV
IRP Level D QC requirements (DON 1996, 1998), the field duplicates represent approximately
10 percent of the total number of samples analyzed. Trip blanks, field blanks, and equipment rinsate
samples were also collected and analyzed in accordance with U.S. Navy PACDIV IRP Level D QC
requirements. Field QC samples are listed in Table 4-7; field QC sampling results are detailed in
SAppendix L

Table 4-7: Q0 Samples Collected and Analyzed

Analytical Mathod
ERARSKOP-175
QC Bample Type EPA 80158 EPAB260B EPAB270C BIM CLEPILMO4.0 Modified®
Field blank 7 4 7 ¥ 3
Field duplicate 13 14 1" 13 8
Trip blank 54% 48 MA hA NA
Equipment rinsate 22 22 22 22 12

MNA = not-analyzed

“Sample preparation and detenmination of dissolved gases in-waler using gas chromalography headspace equilibration
technique (Kampbell, Wilson, and Vandergrift 1989)

*Trip blanks analyzed for TPH-gasoline only.

44,2 Performance Evaluation Samples

An independent vendor prepared and supplied a PE sample for each phase of the project. The results
of the PE sample analyses are intended to help evaluate the accuracy of the fixed-base analytical
laboratory performance for analytical methods CLP OLMO03.0, EPA 8260B, EPA 8270C SIM, CLP
ILMO4.0 EPA 8015B and selected general chemistry parameters. Performance acceptance limit
(PAL) guidelines for each apalytical method, supplied by the vendor, were used to evaluate the
reported concentrations of analytes from the methods presented in Table 4-8. Laboratory-reported
concentrations for detected compounds outside the listed PALs may indicate over- or
underestimation of sample concentrations:

444

AR00029896



November 2000

Phase I Rl EJFDF, FISC, Pearl Harbor

Nature & Exlent

During round-one sampling, one double-blind soil PE sample (VA069) and one double-blind water
PE sample (VASE6) were prepared and submitted for analysis. During round-two sampling, one
single-blind water PE sample (VA730) was prepared and submitted for analysis.

The PE sample analytical methods are listed in Table 4-8; results of the PE sample analyses are

discussed in Section 4.5.1.

With the exception of the BEHP concentration in the firstround water PE sample, the overall
analytical laboratory performance for all PE sample analyses are considered acceptable.

Table 4-8: Bummary of PE Sample Analytical Methods

Analytical Method
[Methane]
EPA

RSKOP-
FE Sample cLp 175 [Fluoride] | [Chiorids]
Type CLPVOCs! SVOCs EFABDISB EPASIROE EPAB270GC, ILMO4AD  Modified 1EPA 34021 ERPABOD
Sail X *®
Agueous
Rotnd One % X X % X
Raound Two % % X % X

4.4.2.1 SoILPE SAMPLE

Diuring the first round of sampling; the analytical laboratory demonstrated performance within PAL
acceplance critena for all compounds except the five listed in Table 4-9. 1t should be noted that all
initial  calibration, continuimg calibration, surrogates, and internal standards were within QC
acceptance criteria for these compounds. Therefore, the PAL exceedances for the compounds listed
above are considered sample-specific and are not indicative of incorrect analytical procedures.

Table 4-9: PAL Exceedancesin PE SBamples

Compound Reported Analvtical Result

s Exceedance of PAL

First-Round Soll PE Samiple

Benzene 10.5 polkg Below lower acceptancs limit of 11.3 poikg
Carbon tetrachicride 18.5 pofkg Below lower acceptance Himit of 26.9 pgikyg
4-Chioro-3~-methylphenol 1.850U poskg (non-detecled) Qutside geceptance limits of 20306930 pg/ka
Pentachlorophenol 1221 uglkg Below lower acceptance limit of 1,240 pa/kg
Toluene 25.2 ugikg Above upper acceptance limit of 23.5 pg'kg

First-Round Water PE Sample

Benzo(b)fuoranthene 100U po/l {non-detected) Ouiside acceptance limits of 7.71-23.3 g/l
BEHP 1316 yg/L Above upper acceptance limit of 142 pg/i
Butyibenzyiphihalate 49.2 pgil Above upper gcceptance limitof 449 po/l:
Chrysene .34 po/l Below lower acceptance limit of 0.8 g/t
Di-roctyiphthalate 48.96 po/l Below lower acceptance imit of 54.6 pg/L
Hexachlorobenzene 1859 poll Below lower scceplance limit of 184 pg/l
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Compound Reported Analylical Resuit Exceedance of PAL

Second-Round Water PE Sample

Arsenic B0 pg/l Below lower acceptance mit of 87.8 porl
Hexachiorobenzene ® 50 pgil Below lower acceptance limit of 80.8 po/l
Pyrene ® 48 gall Below loweracceptance imitof 524 pgll

7 1n the second-round analyses, both hexachlorobenzens and pyrene were reported within acceptance limits in a diluted
sample. However, these resulls were not used, as the original results were within the standard calibration range.

4.4 2.2 WATER PE SAMPLES

Round One. During the first round of groundwater sampling, the analytical laboratory demonstrated
performance within the PALs for all compounds except the six listed in Table 4-9. It should be noted
that the PE sample, along with the rest of the samples in the extraction batch, was diluted duc toa
high concentration of BEHF, The data validation report states that the high concentrations of BEHP
are laboratory-derived and not indicative of actual site conditions. The validation report further states
that the low PE sample recoveries may be attributable to the BEHP contamination, which is an
interference with chrysene-d12, the internal standard used to quantitate many of these compounds,

Round Two. For the second round of groundwater sampling, the fixed-base analytical laboratory
demonstrated performances within PAL aceeptance criteria for all compounds except for the three
listed in Table 4-9. For arsenic, it should be noted that all calibration criteria, interference check
sample analyses, and laboratory control sample (LCS) analyses were within QC acceptance criteria;
therefore, the PAL exceedance for arsenic is considered sample-specific and not indicative of
incorrect analytical procedures.

4.5 DaTa VALIDATION

The analytical data were subjected to independent third-party data validation to provide assurance
that the data are adequate for the intent of this project. All data were validated by an independent
subcontractor according to the U.S, Navy PACDIV IRP Project Procedures Manual (DON 1996,
1998) and Laboratory Data Validation Functional Guidelines for Evaluating Inorganics and
Organics Analysis (EPA 1994b,c). Data qualifiers were applied in cases where the data do not meet
the required QC eriteria, or where special consideration by the data user was required. Definitions of
standard data qualifiers are presented in Table 4-10.

Table 4-10; Qualifier Definitions

Quizlifier Description of Data Qualifier Reference Code

9} Indicates the compound or analyie was analyzed for but not detected at or above the stated limit.

d Indicates an estimated value.

R Cluality controlindicates the daia are not usable,

8 Presumplive evidence of presence of the constitusnt.

M Presumplive evidence of presence 6\‘ the constituent at an estimated value:

L Indicates the compound or analyle was analyzed for bul not detected. The sample detection limit is an
estimated value,

Qualification codes were also applied to the data to explain why the various data gualifiers were
applied. A complete qualification code table is found DON (1996, 1998), Procedure II-A, Data
Validation Presentation, Attachment II-A-3.
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Individual data validation reports were produced for sample delivery groups. The data validation
reports are compiled in Appendix K.

4.5.1 PARCC Report Summary

A detailed summary report of all data validation reports was also produced. This report, which
evaluates precision, accuracy, representativeness, comparability, and completeness (PARCC)
parameters for all analytical data, 15 presented m Appendix L.

A summary of overall PARCC parameters indicates that the data meet the Phase I and Phase II R1
data quality objective (DQO) goals. Therefore, the data are useable for their intended purpose.

Precision. The overall precision for soil and water analyses achieved by the analytical laboratory 1s
95.2 percent, achieving the project DQO goal of 90 percent. Of the 1,105 total QC analyses, 57
exceed the relative percent difference (RPD) criteria. The reported precision for volatiles and metals
in the first phase is below the 90 percent DQO goal, at 87.5 percent and 79.4 percent, respectively.
For volatiles, the low percentage during the first round of sampling is attributable to three soil matrix
spike/matrix spike duplicate (MS/MSD) pairs with percent recoveries and RPDs otttside the QC
criteria. The validation reports indicate that these QU exceedances may be attributable to matrix
heterogeneity and that no quantifiable bias is evident, The low metals precision percentage is due to
many duplicate RPDs exceeding the QC eriteria. The validation reports attribute the QC exceedances
to matrix effects, since all RPDs for the LCS/LCS duplicates are acceptable.

Accuracy. The overall accuracy is 96.3 percent, achieving the corresponding project DQO accuracy
goal of 90 percent. Of the 3,932 total recoveries, 146 exceed QC limits. The reported accuracy for
metals and wet chemistry in the first phase is below the 90 percent goal, at 66.7 percent and
77.7 percent, respectively, The data validation reports indicate these low accuracy percentages are
attributable to sample matrix mterference, since percent recoveries for the LCS/LCS duphicates were
acceptable,

Representativeness. The representativeness parameter is considered acceptable in the PARCC
report, because all samples were evaluated for holding time compliance and associated with a
method blank in each individual SDG. It should be noted that seven samples, including the
performance evaluation sample, had coneentrations of BEHP that are not considered representative
of the site. The PARCC report states that data reviewed during the PACDIV Level D validation
indicate the source of the phthalate is most likely the laboratory and not the groundwater at the site,

Comparability. The comparability parameter is considered acceptable, since sample frequency
requirements were met in obtaining duplicates and necessary field blanks, standard analytical
methods were used, and data were reported in correct standard units,

Completeness. The overall completeness 1s 99.4 percent, achieving the project DQO completeness
goal of 90 percent. Of the 20,046 total reported analytes, 121 were rejected due to high RPDs or
exceedance of sample holding times. Ninety-six semivolatile analyses in five samples were rejected
due to poor surrogate or internal standard recovery. Nine mercury results in nine samples were
rejected due to poor MS recovery. Sixteen PAH results o one sample were rejected due to poor
suiTogale recovery,

4.8 BUMMARY OF NATURE AND EXTENT

Phase I RI analytical results are compared to risk-based screening eriteria in Table 4-11.
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Table 4-11: Summary of Phase I Rl Anaiytical Resulis

Caprock Basal Subsurface Surfgee Surface
Contaminant Type Groundwater | Groundwater Sail Soil Sediment Water
Potentially MOGAS -Related
BTEX Below MO Below ND ND ND
scresning soreening
criteria criteria
1,2+ Dichlorgethane Below ND Below WD MO KD
soreening screening
criteria criteria
Light-end SV0OCs Bealow ND Below MO ND Balow
screening sCreening sureening
criteria criteria criteria
Lead Below MO Below Delected but 1 Delected but Detected but »
screening sereening not MOGAS- - not MOGAS- | not MOGAS-
crileria criteria related refated related
Not MOGAS Related
VOUCs {(laboratary Below ME Below NI Below Helow
contaminants) scresning screening screening sereening
criteria criteria criteria criteria
Heavy-end SVOCs Balow D Below Below Above Above
{including screening screening sereening screening seresning
phthalates) criteria crtera criteria criteria criteria
Metals {including Above Below Below Below Above Above
lead not MOGAS- sereening streening screening screening seresning soreening
related) criteria criteria criteria criteria criteria criteria

ND = not detectad

Rased on the fatare and extent of contamination described above, the following conclusions have
been reached regarding contamination observed during the Phase H RI:

« - Offsite surface soil, surface water, and sediment do not appear to contain petroleum
hydrocarbons related tothe 1971 MOGAS release. MOGAS constituents such as TPH,
BTEX, and 1,2-DCA were not-detected inany of these samples. Other YOUCs, such as
acetone, Z-butanone, and carbon disulfide (common laboratory reagents), were detected at
low levels in samples from throughout the investigation area and are not expected to be
related to the MOGAS release:

= Hydrocarbons associated with the 1971 MOGAS release do not appear to have reached offsite
subsurface soil or groundwater at significant concentrations. Very low levels (well below
screening criteria) of contarminants associated with MOGAS (such as BTEX, 1,2-DCA, and
low-molecular-weight [LMW] SVOCs and PAHs) were detected in subsurface soil and
groundwater samples collected along Waiawa Road just south of the site boundary.

« HMW PAHSs (C16-C22 range hydrocarbons) were detected at low concentrations in surface
samples (surface soil, surface water, and sediment) from throughout the offsite area. These
HMW PAHg, whichare typically associated with heavier fuels and internal combustion
engine emissions, are not related to the MOGAS released at the EJFDF (see Appendix J for
product information). LMW SVOCs and PAHs, which are commonly associated with
MOGAS, generally were not detected in the offsite surface samples. The offsite areas on both
sides of the unnamed stream (1.¢., the offsite investigation area and the area east of the
unnamed stream) contain many potential sources of hydrocarbon contamination, including
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fuel pipelines, fill storage piles, abandoned vehicles (e.g., buses), and areas where heavy
equipment is operated, maintained, and stored (see Figure 3-1 and Figure 3-3).

In addition, & 1987 pipeline leak released 120,000 gallons of *Jet A”™ fuel into the wetland
complex beside the bicycle path north of the Pearl City Peninsula Landfill, and south of the
Nakatani Farm (Ogden 1995). Several thousand gallons of jet fuel were aceidentally pumped
into the Waiawa Wildlife Refuge ponds. Much of the remaining spilled fuel flowed into
Middle Loch via the unnamed stream.

The Navy's ongoing Pearl Harbor Sediment Study (Ogden, in progress) notes that HMW
PAHs were detected in Middle Loch sediments, at sampling location dez approximately 300
feet west of the mouth of the unnamed stream (540 pg/kg), and at location 4ax approximately
1,000 feet south of the mouth of the umnnamed stream (1,781 pp/kg). HMW PAH
concentrations in both of these samples exceed the screening value for total HMW PAHSs.
LMW PAHs were detected in the sediment at location 4ax at 272 pg/kg, and at dez at
138 pg/kg. These concentrations do not exceed maring sediment screening values. The lowest
concentrations of both LMW and HMW PAHs were detected along the shore at sampling
logation 4dez. The highest concentrations were detected offshore in Middle Loch at location
4ax. Lead was detected at locations dax and 4ez at 40.7 and 12,88 mg/kg, respectively. Both
detections are below the marine sediment screening value (ER-L) of 46.7 mg/kg. The highest
concentrations of PAHs in the Middle Loch sediment samples represent HMW PAHs with
three or more rings. The source of these HMW PAHs 1s more likely to be the spilled jet fuel
from the pipeline than the MOGAS spill from EJFDF. The low levels of lead detected in the
harbor sediment samples provide further evidence that the PAH contamination is not
associated with the {leaded) MOGAS.

= Low levels of BEHP were detected at surface sampling locations distributed throughout the
offsite study area, Relatively high concentrations of BEHP were detected in sediment and
surface water samples collected near a storm sewer outfall to the harbor. The BEHFP
detections are not likely to be related to the MOGAS release. BEHP is a common laboratory
contaminant, and is often detected in urban stormwater runoff (due to its presence in plastics,
a ubiguitous stormwater waste produet [Lyman et sl 19821

*  Results of the EJFDF Phase I and Phase I Rls show that the lead detected in investigation
area soil and groundwater is not likely to be associated with the MOGAS release. Phase I R1
soil sampling results showed little or no correlation between total fuel hydrocarbon (TFH)
concentrations and total lead concentrations. For example, the Phase I RI soil sample with the
highest total lead concentration contained no detectable TFH. The spatial distribution of lead
in both soil and groundwater also indicates that lead potentially associated with the MOGAS
release has not sigmficantly impacted the investigation area: lead concentrations detected in
soil samiples from the offsite area, hundreds of feet downgradient of the MOGAS source
(UST 8-26), were higher than they were in the onsite area immediately downgradient of the
source. Lead was detected in offsite (Phase TL RI) surface soil samples at higher
concentrations than in any of the (Phase 1 R1) onsite surface or subsurface soil samples. In the
offsite area, lead was detected at maximum concentrations of 45 mg/kg in surface soil, and
56.1 mg/kg in sediment, whereas the maximum onsite surface soil lead concentration was
only 18.5 mg/kg. Onsite subsurface soil lead concentrations were even lower—the maximum
concentration was 7.8 mg/kg. The maximum lead concentration detected in offsite subsurface
soil'was only 3 me/ke.

These results strongly suggest that the lead is associated with a surface source, whereas
contaminants associated with the MOGAS release would migrate through the subsurface,
either as free-product floating on the water table, or with groundwater m the dissolved phase.
The maximum total lead concentration detected in the (unfiltered} groundwater samples
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collected onsite in the MOGAS source zone and immediately downgradient of the source
zone during the Phase 11 R1 was only 1.455 pg/L, whereas lead concentrations detected in the
offsite groundwater were up to 189 ug/L. The low lead levels in the MOGAS source area
groundwater relative to the offsite groundwater indicate that the lead is not likely to be
associated with the MOGAS release. The lead detected in the Phase II RI offsite groundwater
samples was most likely associated with suspended soil particles, Elevated lead levels in
surface ‘water samples from the watercress patches also appear to be related to suspended
solids in the unfiltered samples, not the MOGAS release.

 Data collected during the Phase I RI indicates that the lead detected in EJFDF investigation
area soil and groundwater is in the inorganic form. Soil and groundwater samples collected
during the Phase I RI were analyzed for both organic and total lead. Organic lead was not
detected in surface or subsurface soil samples collected from onsite trenches and borings
downgradient of UST 5-26. Total lead levels detected in the soil samples ranged from 2.1 to
18.5 mg/kg. In addition, although up to 325 pg/L of total lead was detected in an (unfiltered)
Phase I RI groundwater sample, organic lead was not detected in any of the Phase I RI
groundwater samples.

= Tt is extremely unlikely that either the unnamed stream that flows along the eastern margin of
the offsite investigation area or the Waiawa Unit of the Pearl Harbor National Wildlife
Refuge is impacted by the EJFDF MOGAS release. The groundwater contaminant plume
associated with the MOGAS release extends toward the south and southwest, and is
essentially confined within the EJFDF site boundaries. The plume geometry is strong
evidence that the hydrogeological characteristics of the investigation area cause groundwater
fram the onsite area to flow toward the south and southwest—not southeast toward the
unnamed sitream and the Watlawa Unit. Furthermiore, a5 noted in Section 3.1.3, water for the
Waiawa Unit 1s not drawn from the unnamed stream. The water source for the refuge is the
freshwater marsh east of NMakatani Farm. The freshwater marsh is not downgradient of the
EJFDF and'is more than 1,500 feet away from the southeast corner of the site; therefore,
groundwater from the site cannot impact the water source for the wildlife refuge.
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5 CONTAMINANT FATE AND TRANSPORT

Results of the Phase I RI and previous EJFDF investigations arc interpreted to evaluate contaminant
fate and transport in the Phase Il RI investigation area. The evaluation is based on the physical
characteristics of the investigation area, potential contaminant sources, and the nature and extent of
contamination.

Phase 1 RI analytical results indicate that contaminants associated with the EJFDF MOGAS release
have remained almost completely within the site boundary, in subsurface soils and caprock
groundwater near the MOGAS source. Phase I RI findings provide strong evidence that natural
attenuation has greatly decreased caprock groundwater contaminant concentrations over the 28 years
since the MOGAS release, and that this attenuation reduces concentrations to very low levels well
before the groundwater reaches the downgradient site boundary. Contaminants detected in offsite
surface soil, sediments, and surface water are not likely to be associated with the MOGAS release.

5.1 CONTAMINANT TRANSPORT PATHWAY COMPONENTS

A contarminant transport pathway 1s the course a chemical takes from a source to a biological
receptor. A contaminant transport pathway is considered complete if all four of the following
pathway elements exist:

*  Contaminant source
= Transport media
= BExposure point

¢ Lxposiie foute

Figure 5-1 illustrates potentially complete contaminant transport pathways for contaminants from
the 1971 UST MOGAS release. Exposure pathways are discussed below,

The original or primary contaminant source at the EJFDF was the UST 8:26 MOGAS release;
however, the only significant contaminant source remaining at the site appears to be residual soil
contamination inthe vicmity of UST 5-26 {Ooden'1996),

A fransport medium carries contamination to the exposure point. Air may camry  gas-phase
contaminants or wind-blown particulates. As discussed in the Phase I RI Report (Ogden 1996), air,
soil, surface ‘water, and groundwater are potential contaminant transport media at the EIFDF.
However, most of the residual soil contamination is in the subsurface; therefore, groundwater
transport s the principle transport mechanism of concern.

An exposure point is a location where biological receptors may directly contact contaminants,
Potential exposure points in the EJFDF investigation area include potentially contaminated onsite
surface soil and air, as well as offsite surface water and air potentially impacted by EJFDF caprock
groundwater. The Phase I RI discussed the potential threats from onsite exposures; therefore, the
focus of this study is on impacts to receptors at offsite exposure points. Pearl Harbor represents the
principle offsite exposure point. Hydrogeologic evidence and analytical data indicate that the
caprock water-bearing zone discharges directly to Pearl Harbor, not to the offsite agricultural area.

After a chemical reaches an exposure point, it may enter the system of a biological receptor by an
exposure route, e.g., ingestion, inhalation, dermal contact. Potential exposure routes and associated
risks arve discussed further in Sections 5.4, &, and 7.
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52 IMpicATOR CHEMICALS

Chemicals of potential concern (COPCs) detected in the EJFDF investigation area were screened to
identify ICs. The overall fate and transport of a class of COPCs can be evaluated by focusing on the
fate and transport of ICs. Individual chemicals with toxicological, fate, and transport properties that
conservatively represent a class of COPCs can serve as ICs.

521 ldentification of COPC Classes

VOCs and lead were identified as COPCs for the EJFDF: these chemicals are common MOGAS
constituents and have been detected at concentrations above ARAR or TBC criteria (e.g., Hawaii
DOH Tier 1 action levels) in EJFDF groundwater or soil. SVOCs associated with MOGAS (such as
methylnaphthalene and phenolic compounds) were not selected, since they were not detected above
their respective screening criteria (see discussion in Section 4). Other heavier SVOCs (greater than
C16 range hydrocarbons), which are not common constituents of MOGAS and were not detected at
significant concentrations on site, are likely not associated with the 1971 MOGAS release. These
compounds were not considered as ICs for the EJFDF.

5.2.2 Selection of Indicator Chemicals
ICs for the Phase I RI fate and transport evaluation were selected on the basis of the following
criteria;
» The physicochemical properties of the chemicals indicate a potential to either persist or
migrate to an exposure point.
= - The chemicals have been detected at levels that may threaten human health or the
environmert.

The following chemicals were selected as ICs:

* - BTEX compounds
* 1,2-DCA
= Lead

The BTEX compounds represent the most mobile and toxic MOGAS constituents. BTEX has been
consistently detected at elevated concentrations in groundwater samples collecied on site,
downgradient of the MOGAS source area, during the Phase II RI and previous investigations.
Another VOC compound, 1,2-DCA, 1s present 1n onsite caprock groundwater and is associated with
gasoline products.

Lead, a common gasoline constituent, was selected as an IC due to its toxicity, persistence in the
environment, ability to migrate in groundwater and surface water in either the aqueous phase, or on
suspended particulates. In addition, elevated lead concentrations were detected in surface water and
sediment samples collected in the offsite area during the Phase 1 RL
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5.2.3 . Properties of Indicator Chemicals

Physicochemical properties of the ICs, and the human health and ecological effecis of these
chemicals are summarized here; more detailed information is presented in the Phase I RI report
{Ogden 1996

Benzene. Benzene is a light, single-ring, aromatic gasoline component. Due to its relatively high
solubility and low tendency to adsorb to organic carbon, it is very mobile in the aqueous phase
compared to other gasoline components. Benzene is moderately to highly volatile, thus it will
readily evaporate upon exposure to the atmosphere. Benzene that reaches the atmosphere is
expected to be oxidized by hydroxyl radicals (Ogden 1996), Benzene has been shown to biodegrade
mn groundwater under both aerobic and anaerobic conditions { Weidemeier et al. 1995).

Benzene is readily absorbed through ingestion, moderately absorbed through inhalation, and poorly
absorbed through dermal contact. Large doses of benzene have produced central nervous system
depression, headache, dizziness, nausea, convulsions, coma, and death. Chronie benzene exposure
causes irritation at the site of contact, and affects the liver and other organs, The EPA has identified
benzene as a Group A human carcinogen by inhalation. Benzene is also assumed to be carcinogenic
vig ingestion, and has been shown to be mutagenic. Although benzene does not bioaccumulate
rapidly, it can bioaccumulate to moderately high concentrations.

Toluene. Toluene; also a single-ring, aromatic gasoline component, is relatively hydrophilic and
moderately soluble in water, This compound is relatively mobile in the aqueous phase. Toluene’s
volatility, combined with its moderate tendency to sorb to organic carbon, indicates that evaporation
may remove significant quantities of toluene from surface soil and sediments. Toluene is also
expected to volatilize relatively quickly from surface water. The halflife (the time required to
reduce the concentration by 50 percent) of toluene in the atmosphere has been estimated at
approximately 15 hours {Callahanetal, - 1979), Toluene has been shown to biodegrade in
groundwater under both aerobic and anaerobic conditions (Weidemeier el al, 1995)

Toluene is well absorbed orally and by inhalation. Acute exposure causes imitation (including
chemical pneumonia if liquid is aspirated into the lungs) and central nervous system depression,
even at concentrations as low as 100-200 parts per million in air. Extremely high concentrations are
reportedly toxie to the liver and kidneys, and may reversibly decrease erythrocyte levels. Although
quantitative human data are not available, chronic exposure affects the skin (dissolving secreted fat),
central nervous system, liver, and kidneys. Toluene was not found to be mutagenic in the few
reported studies, and available studies have not demonstrated carcinogenicity or reproductive
toxicity.

Ethylbenzene. Ethylbenzene, another single-ring, aromatic gasoline component, is also relatively
mobile in the aqueous phase. Ethylbenzene is moderately soluble and slightly less hydrophilic than
the other BTEX compounds. Although ethylbenzene sorbs to organic carbon to a greater extent than
the other BTEX: compounds, sorption and retardation will not prevent migration ih most soils. The
physicochemieal properties of ethylbenzene indicate a relatively sirong tendency 1o partition to the
atmosphere (Mackay 1979). Ethylbenzene has also been shown to biodegrade in groundwater under
both aerobic and anaerobic conditions {Weidemeier et al. 19953,

Ethylbenzene is well absorbed from the lungs and gastrointestinal tract, but poorly absorbed through
the skin: Small amounts are exhaled unchanged, but most is metabolized in the liver, Acute doses of

ethylbenzene are highly irritating, especially fo sensitive tissues, such as the eyes and lungs.
Repeated inhalation may lead to inflammation of the respiratory tract. Large doses produce central
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nervous system depression. Chronic exposure reportedly causes a number of lung, nervous system,
bone marrow, and hepatic lesions. Mild, nonspecific adverse effects, such as retarded skeletal
development, were observed in the few available animal reproductive studies. Carcinogenicity
studies are not available for ethylbenzene.

Xylenes. The xylene isomers ortho-, meta-, and para-xylene are also single-ring, aromatic gasoline
components. Xylenes are moderately soluble in water, have a moderate tendency to adsorb to
organic carbon, and are relatively mobile in the aqueous phase. The potential for volatilization of
xylene from surface soil and water is expected to be similar to that of toluene, Xylene reportedly
breaks down in the atmosphere at a rate of 67-86 percent per day (National Library of Medicine
1987).

Xylene is rapidly absorbed through the lung and gastrointestinal tract, and slowly absorbed through
the skin, Most absorbed xylene is oxidized in the liver and excreted in the urine. Experimental
results indicate minimal potential for bioaccumulation of xylenes (Ogata and Miyake 1978). The
toxicity of xylene is similar to that of toluene. Acute doses produce central nervous system
depression and irritation at the contact site. Repeated doses cause lesions at the contact site, a
variety of central nervous system effects, and some liver lesions, No specific effects have been
observed in reproductive toxicity studies, and there is no evidence of carcinogenicity in the few
animal studies available,

1,2-DCA. 1,2-DCA is a relatively lightweight chlorinated VOC, commonly used as a gasoline
additive to remove lead. 1,2-DCA is highly soluble in water and has a low affinity for organic
carbon; therefore, it is relatively mobile in the aqueous phase. 1,2-DCA released to the land surface
is expected to volatilize rapidly to the atmosphere; however, once 1,2-DCA has infiltrated through
the upper layer of soils, volatilization occurs more slowly. 1,2-DCA is heavier than water (specific
oravity is 1.25 at 20°C); therefore, it tends to sink below the water table in the pure phase. In the
presence of sufficient excess volumes, it tends to overcome soil retention factors, such as capillary
effects. Transport characteristics of dissolved phase 1,2-DCA are similar to those of other dissolved
contaminant compounds of lesser density. Microorganisms are capable of degrading 1,2-DCA in
groundwater (ATSDR 1992). The presence of methane, or an increase in the proportion of
methanotrophs, can accelerate the rate of aerobic biodegradation of 1,2-DCA in soil (Speitel and
Closmann 1991).

1,2-DCA does not tend to bioaccumulate in animals or plants, but can be absorbed orally, dermally
and by inhalation. 1,2-DCA is metabolized in the liver. Acute doses cause irritation at the site of
contact and central nervous system depression. Large or repeated doses also produce lesions in the
liver, kidney, and adrenals. The few reproductive studies reported no adverse effects,
Carcinogenesis studies in rats and mice found that 1,2-DCA produced a variety of tumors. 1,2-DCA
has been assigned a weight-of-evidence of B,, a probable human carcinogen (EPA 1995) (see
Section 6.1.2.3).

Lead. The MOGAS released at the EIFDF is believed to have contained tetracthyl lead, which has
been used as an antiknock additive in gasoline. The FEthyl Corporation and the Navy’s
Environmental and Preventive Medicine Unit No. 6, which were consulted shortly after the release
in 1971, indicated that tetracthyl lead is not soluble in water and will evaporate along with the VOC
components of MOGAS (Mau 1972). However, tetracthyl lead may be converted to inorganic lead
compounds relatively quickly (HLA 1990). Lead and lead compounds show a wide range of
solubility and are highly persistent in water, with a half-life of over 200 days (EPA 1985},
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Lead has been detected in offsite soil, surface water, sediments, and groundwater. However, the
MOGAS release is not likely to be a source of the lead detected off site. The maxmmum lead
concentration detected in unfiltered caprock groundwater samples collected from the offsite
microwells was 189 pg/l.. However, the maximum lead concentration detected among the onsite
monitoring well samples was only 1.18 pg/L, and lead was not detected in the offsite monitoring
wells. The turbidity of the microwell groundwater samples was very high compared with the
monitoring well samples. This suggests that the Jead detected in the microwell samples (and the
surface water samples) is most likely associated with suspended soil particles.

Experimental data suggest that, among human populations, the fetus and young child, particularly
under 3 years of age, are at increased risk of adverse effects (NRC Safe Drinking Water Committee
1977). In adults, exposure to lead can damage the peripheral nervous system, affecting memory,
vision, and muscle coordination, and causing weakness in the fingers, wrists, or ankles. Absorption
at high levels can damage kidneys, result in anemia and miscarriage, and decrease fertility in both
men and women. The effects of chronic low-level lead exposure on adult health are not clear, but
chronic exposure may be associated with hypertension and heart disease (EPA 1985). Lead can also
produce detrimental effects on ecosystems, including low growth rates in plants; developmental,
reproductive and nervous system problems in mammals, birds, and fish; and, in severe cases, death
(EPA 1985).

53 CONTAMINANT TRANSPFORT MEDIA

Contaminant iransport media allow contaminants to migrate from their sources to areas or points
where biological receptors may directly contact the ¢chemicals (exposure points). As discussed in the
Phase I RI, air, soil, surface water, and groundwater are potential contaminant transport media at the
EIFDF (Ogden 1996). However, onsite surface soils contain very low levels of MOGAS-related
contaminants; therefore, surface soil contact and transport via air are not considered significant
pathways. The main ftransport mechanisms discussed below are subsurface soil leaching and
groundwater transport. Surface water transport is also discussed because the caprock groundwater
discharges ta Pearl Harbor waters.

5.3.1 Soil

Contaminants may migrate through the soil in the liquid, gas, or solid phase (e.g., as suspended
particulates). Liquid-phase migration includes transport of contaminants in the dissolved (i.e.,
aqueous phase), and as free-phase liquids. Contarninants may migrate directly to an exposure point,
or they may migrate downward fo groundwatern.

The physical and chemical properties of soil affect contaminant transport. Physical characteristics
such as hydraulic conductivity influence contaminant migration in the liquid phase. Transport of
organic contaminants may be retarded by reversible sorption to organic carbon particles in the soil.
Retardation is most pronounced when soil contains a high percentage of organic carbon and the
contaminants have a high affinity for organic carbon. Because the hydraulic conductivity of EIFDF
soils is relatively low, agueous-phase MOGAS constituents migrate relatively slowly (Ogden 1996).
Reversible sorption to organic carbon particles in EJFDF soil also acts to decrease contaminant
transport veloeities within the caprock water-bearing zone (see discussion in Section 5.4.3.1).

Results of the Phase II RI and previous investigations indicate that residual MOGAS constituents are
slowly leaching from EJFDF subsurface goils and migrating downward to the caprock water-bearing

zone. Free product has not been observed at the EJFDF since the HLA (1989) investigation;
therefore, partitioning of free product into the agueous phase is no longer a significant transport
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pathway. Residual MOGAS constituents in subsurface soil appear to represent the only significant
source of contamination remaining at the site, Leaching is most pronotmced during periods of heavy
rainfall, Temporary increases in the elevation of the water table may also increase the rate of
hydrocarbon dissolution by increasing the volume of contaminated soil in contact with groundwater.

The highest TPH and VOC concentrations found in EIJFDF soil were detected in-a soil sample
collected at 30 feet bgs, from a boring (B-1} advanced on the southeast side of UST 8-26 in 1989
(ESE 1990), TPH-gasoline was detected in this sample at 21,900 mg/kg, toluene at 78 mg/kg, xylene
at 1,700 mg/kg, and ethylbenzene at 190 mg/ke. Although low-solubility hydrocarbons may persist
in subsurface soil for long periods, Phase I RI sampling results mdicate that concentrations of the
BTEX compounds and other soluble MOGAS constituents are decreasing. For example, a soil
sample collected less than 2 feet above the water table from a boring advanced downgradient of
UST 8-26 during the Phase I RI showed a TFH concentration of 510 mg/kg, but no VOCs were
detected. Mechanisms likely to contribute to the reduction in concentrations of ¥OC in subsurface
soil include leaching, evaporation, and biodegradation.

532  Groundwater

Gasoline is lighter than water; therefore, it can float on the water table and migrate downgradient as
LNAPL. Gasohne constituents may also be transported as dissolved (aqueous-phase) contanmnants.
LNAPL has not been detected m onsite wells since 1989; however, aqueous-phase MOGAS
constituents have continued fo migrate in caprock proundwater at the EIFDIF,

Porosity, hydraulic conductivity, and hydraulic gradient affect seepage velocity; these characteristios
play a majot role in agueods-phase contaminant transport. As discussed above, organic contaminants
are retarded by reversible sorption to organic carbon. Therefore, the percentage of organic carbon in
the aquifer matrix and the contaminant’s affinity for erganic carbon may greatly affect groundwater
contaminant transport.

The primary concern associated with mugration of contaminated caprock groundwater from the
EJEDF s the potential impact of agueous-phase MOGAS constituents on. the downgradient
agricultural/wetlands area and Pear] Harbor. The caprock groundwater is not used for human
consumption in the BIFDE area. In addifion, the caprock groundwater is not considered a viable
source of potable water in this area due to the relatively low hydraulic conductivity within the
water-bearing zone, and relatively high concentrations of TDS (approximately 1,000--3,000 mg/L
[Ogden 1996)]). Contamimants in caprock groundwater are also not expected to threaten the confined
basal aquifer, the main drinking water supply for Oahu, since the hydraulic head for the caprock
water-bearing zone is lower than that for the confined basal aquifer, as described in Section 3.8.2.
Dissolved conteminants in caprock groomdwater could nugrate laterally and discharge 1o surface
waters 1 Pearl Harbor Middle Loch.

In the past, MOGAS constituents at the EJFDF have been transported as LNAPLs floating on the
caprock water table; however, nonagueous phase migration is no longer occurring. Most of the
floating LNAPL was removed by remedial efforts in the early 19705, The flux of soluble gasoline
constituents into the aqueous phase was probably relatively high during the first vears after the
gasoline release, when large quantities of LNAPL were floating on the water table. Free product has
not been observed since early 1989; therefore, residual gasoline constituents suspended between soil
particles or sorbed to the soil just above the water table are the only significant sources of
contamination remaining at the site. Although soluble hydrocarbons may continue to slowly leach
from- low-permeability silty vadose zone soils into the caprock groundwater, leaching is unbikely to
impact groundwater nearly as much as direct contact with larpe quantities of free product
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Therefore, the flux of contaminants into the aqueous phase would have been greatly reduced after
the free product-was eliminated. In-addition, resulis of the natral attenuation-evaluation presented
below suggest that electron acceptor concentrations in the caprock groundwater are high enough to
degrade soluble hydrocarbons faster than they are leached from source area soil. (Microorganisms
utilize electron acceptors, such as dissolved oxygen and nitrate, to oxidize organic compounds.} The
decrease in EJFDF caprock groundwater BTEX and 1,2-DCA concentrations observed over time
supports this conclusion.

The reduction in BTEX and 1,2-DCA concentrations with both time and with distance downgradient
of the source area, coupled with the distribution and concentration of electron acceptors relative to
the BTEX plume, provides strong evidence that significant biodegradation is occurring at the
EJFDF. This evidence, combined with groundwater modeling results, suggests that natural
attenuation may be an appropnate remedial altemative for the EJIFDF site,

A mathernatical model was used to simulate and predict BTEX plume migration. The groundwater
modeling effort was restricted to aqueous-phase contamination in the caprock groundwater zone.
Although the caprock groundwater at the EJFDF has been impacted by the 1971 MOGAS release,
there is no evidence that the underlying basal aquifer has been impacted. The basal aquifer is
isolated from the caprock groundwater by a thick sequence of impermeable confining strata. The
local hydraulic gradient also acts to prevent caprock groundwater from entering the basal aquifer:
the potentiometric surface of the confined basal aquifer is higher than that of the unconfined caprock
aquifer.

5.3.3" Surfdce Water

The surface water pathway is of concern for the offsite area due to the potential for contaminated
caprock groundwater from the EJFDF to discharge to the watercress ponds downgradient of the site,
or to the Middle Loch of Pearl Harbor. However, asdiscussed in Section 3, results of the Phase T R1
and previous investigations indicate that eaprock groundwater does not reach the offsite ground
surface or watercress ponds. No evidence of groundwater seeps or springs was identified during the
Phase II RI surface water hydrology survey, or during surveys conducted during the Phase I RL The
low-permeability clay and silty clay units that overlie the caprock water-bearing zone in the offsite
area-appear to form a hydrashic barrler between the caprock groundwater and ‘surface water in the
agricultural/wetlands area. In addition, water {able measurements indicate that the caprock water
table is af least 2 feet below the bottom of the watercress ponds. The hydrogeologic characteristics
of the offsite area indicate that the caprock water-bearing zone discharges at or beyond the Middle
Loch shoreline,

The Phase 1 RI report presented a conservative analysis to show that dilution by clean basal
groundwater from the artesian wells used to urigate the watercress ponds would reduce contannant
concenirations to very low levels even if caprock groundwater did discharge 1o the agricultural area
{Ogden 1996). Results of the analysis mdicate that MOGAS constituent concentrations in offsite
surface water are not likely to reach levels that would threaten human or ecological receptors.

As noted in the Phase I Rl report; biodegradation, sorption; dilution, and dispersion will greatly
reduce concentrations of MOGAS constituents before caprock groundwater discharges to Middle
Loch. The report also evaluates the effects of dilution and mixing with seawater; and concludes that
human and ecological receptors are not likely to be threatened by exposure to MOGAS constituents
m Middle Loch {Ogden 1996).
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No permanent surface water bodies exist within the EJFDF site boundary; therefore, contaminant
transport via the surface water pathway in the onsite area is not a concern. Based on the low
concentrations detected in onsite surface soil samples, contaminant concentrations in surface water
runoff from the site are likely to be very low.

54 GROUNOWATER CONTAMINANT FATE AND TRANSPORT EVALUATION

The groundwater fate and transport evaluation presented here focuses on mnatural attenuation of
aqueous-phase MOGAS constituents within the caprock water-bearing zone. As discussed in Section
5.3, the caprock water-bearing zone represents the major contaminant transport pathway at the EIFDE.
Data acquired during the Phase II RI and previous investigations provide strong evidence that aqueous-
phase MOGAS constituents in the caprock groundwater are attenuating naturally. The focus of the
discussion is on the BTEX compounds, the predominant MOGAS constituents in the caprock
groundwater. Also presented are results of groundwater modeling, using the BIOPLUME HI model
(EPA 1998) to simulate contaminant transport within the caprock water-bearing zone and predict the
future exient of the EIFDF groundwater contarminant plume.

Natural attenuation may be an appropriate remedial alternative if degradation of site contaminants 1s
oceurring 4t rates sufficient to be protective of human health and the environment. Three lines of
evidence are commonly used to demonstrate that biodegradation is occurring at a site and to
evaluate natural attenuation as a remedisl alternative (Weidemeier et al. 1995);

=  Documented loss of contaminants at the field scale (contaminant concentration trends)
* Contaminant and geochemical analytical data (natural attenuation indicators)

= _Microbiological evidence

Ta show that the total contaminant mass at a site is decreasing, statistically significant temporal and
spatial contaminant concentration trends are evaluated in conjunction with parameters such as
hydraulic conductivity, hydraulic gradient, and contaminant retardation factors. The first line of
evidence was used to evaluate natural attenuation at the EJFDF.

To develop the second line of evidence, contaminant and electron acceptor concentration data are used
to show that decreases in contammant concentrations correlate with decreases in electron acceptor
concentrations or increases in metabolic byproduct concentrations. This evidence can be used to
estimate the biodegradation capacity of groundwater and thus confirm that electron acceptor
concentrations are sufficient to allow microorganisms to degrade the dissolved contaminants.
Geochemical data can also be used to identify the metabolic processes most likely to be responsible for
observed biodegradation. The second line of evidence was used to evaluate natural attenuation at the
EJFDF.

The third line of evidence, direct microbiological evidence, can be used to show that the mdigenous
population of microorganisms is capable of degrading site contaminants. To evaluate biodegradation
rates specific to a particular site, soil samples from the site can be spiked with one or more of the
hydrocarbons of concern (e.g., benzene) and mcubated under appropriate conditions. Contaminant
concentrations are then determined either directly or by measuring the production of metabolites.
However, because microcosm studies are expensive, time consuming, and yield biodegradation rates
that may not reflect actual field conditions, they should be undertaken only for sites at which there is
considerable skepticism conceming biodegradation of fuel hydrocarbons (Weidemeier et al. 1995),
Microcosm studies were not considered necessary to evaluate natural attenuation for the EJFDE,
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Laboratory testing at the University of Hawaii in the early 1970s indicated that subsurface soil at the
EJFDF contains bacteria and fimgi known to be capable of degrading fuel hydrocarbons (Mau 1972).

5.4.1  Contaminant Concentration Trends and Natural Attenuation Rates

The maximum BTEX concentrations in EJFDF groundwater have historically been detected in
samples collected from monitoring wells MW-2 and MW-15, MW-2 is immediately adjacent to UST
8-26 (the MOGAS release point); MW-15 is approximately 250 feet downgradient of MW-2. As
shown in Table 5-1, aqueous-phase BTEX concentrations at the EJFDF have decreased with time
and with distance downgradient of the contaminant source area. Isopleth maps of total BTEX in
caprock groundwater in August 1994, June—July 1998, and April-May 1999 are presented m Figures
44, 4.5 and 4-6, respectively.

Table 511 BTEX Concentrations at MW-2 and MW-15

Mar. 1988 May 1992 Feb, 1863 Dec. 1993 Aug. 18584 Jurie—July 1998
Analyte MW-2 | MW-15 | MW-2 | MW-A5 | MW-2 | MW-15 | MW-2 | MW-15 1 MW-2 | MW-15 | MW-2 | MW-15
Benzens 290 | — | 470 | 190 | 260 |"140 ; 180 [ 032 | 300, 100 | 055 | 0.56
Elhylbenzene | 1.30 | — | 094 | 041 | 057 | 027 | 042 | 00B | 046 | 029 | 006 | 0.09
Toluene 087  — 044 | 004 | 024 003 | 017 | 001 020 | 002 | 004 001
Xylene (total) | 500 | — | 245 | 007 | 105 | 003 | 062 | 001 | 050 | 003 | 005 | 0.0
Total BTEX | 4007 | — | B53 | 242 | 446 | 173 | 301 | 042 | 416 | 134 | 070 | 087

Mote: All values inmg/l.
— = not available (MW-15 was installed in 1892).

The overall rate of contaminant attenuation is a function of all processes acting to reduce
contaminant concentrations, including advection, dispersion, dilution from recharge, sorption, and
biodegradation. To estimate a biodegradation rate, the components of attenuation caused by
processes other than biodegradation must be subtracted from the overall attenuation rate. A guidance
document produced by the Air Force Center for Environmental Excellence (AFCEE) presents two
methods for estimating biodegradation rates from field data (Wiedemeier et al. 1995). The first
method involves the use of a conservative tracer. The second method was derived by Buscheek and
Alcantar (1995),

Attenuation of groundwater contaminant concentrations over time can often be deseribed using a
first-order rate constant. First-order decay is described by the following ordinary differential
equation:

dC
e 52 o
dr
Where:
¢ = the concentrationat bire ¢
h = the overall attenuation rate (first-order rate constant)
The solution to this differential equation is:
C=Coe™
511
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Where:
Cy sthe poncentration st fime 7ero

Conservative Tracer Method. The portion of contaminant attenuation caused by processes other

than biodegradation can be accounted for by monitoring concentrations of a conservative tracer with:

physical and chemical properties similar to the contaminants of concern at various locations within
the groundwater plume. Trimethylbenzene (TMB) resists biodegradation under anaerobic conditions
and has volatilization and sorptive characteristics similar to those of BTEX. Moreover, since TMB
is already present in many fuels (including gasoline) in sufficient quantities to be detectable when

the fuel is dissolved in water, TMB does not have to be added from an external source (Weidemeier
et al. 1995).

The following equation can be used to estimate the concentration of the compound of interest
expected at Point B (located downgradient of Point A) if biodegradation were the only factor
responsible for attenuation (Weidemeier et al. 1995):

Cavrr= Cof TMB L/ TMBEB,)
Where:

Cyoon = corrected contaminant concentration at Point B (downgradient point)
Cy = mieasured contaminant concentrationn at Pomt B

TMB,; =measured concentration of TMB at Point A (upgradient point)

TMBy = measured concentration of TMB at Point B

When the corrected contarmmant concetitration at Point B, C;.... is substituted for € in the relation
C = Coe ™, the equation becomes:

Ciorr = Cdé"ﬁ

Where:

Cy = measured concentration at Point A (upgradient point)
k = first-order biodegradation rate

Since the effects of advection, dispersion, dilution, and sorption have been removed, the rate
constant in this equation is now the first-order biodegradation rate (), not the overall attenuation

rate (k). The first-order biological decay rate constant can be calculated by solving the equation for
k.

The travel time () between two points is given by:

i=x7/V.
Where:
x = distance along the flow path between the two points, and
v, = retarded solute velooity
512
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A first-order rate constant can be estimated from TMB-corrected data by plotting the natural
logarithms of TMB-corrected concentrations for several points along the flow path versus travel
timne. If the data points lie approximately along a straight line, the relationship is approximately first-
order, and a regression analysis can be performed to obtain the equation of the best-fit straight line.
The slope of the best-fit line represents the estimated first-order decay rate.

One objective of the Phase I RI groundwater investigation was to evaluate biodegradation rates
using the conservative tracer method; therefore, all groundwater samples collected at the EJFDF
during the Phase IT RI sampling effort were analyzed for TMB. However, TMB was detected at only
one sampling point: MW-2 (1,2,4 TMB: 0.007 mg/L; 1,3,5 TMB: 0.002 mg/L). Biodegradation rates
can not be evaluated by the conservative tracer method without data from at least two sampling
pomis,

Buscheck and Alcantar Method. The Buscheck and Alcantar (1995) method involves plotting the
natural logarithms of contaminant concentrations versus distance downgradient. The slope of the
best-fit regression line is used to solve for the first-order biodegradation rate term (k) in the
differential equation for one dimensional, steady-state contaminant transport. The method accounts
for the advection, dispersion, retardation, and biodegradation terms in the following analytical
solution of the contaminant fransport equation:

Vc i £
k= 1+ 20 — wd
il 12l )] 1)
Where;
k = first-order biodegradation rate
V. = retarded contaminant velocity in the x-direction
Ie s ~dispersivity

m/Vx = slope of the regression line fit to a plot of the natural logarithm of contaminant
concentration versus distance downgradient along the flow path

Biodegradation rates for the EJFDF BTEX plume were estimated by the Buscheck and Alcantar
(1995) method. Measured contaminant concentration data were used in conjunction with parameters
such as hydraulic conductivity, dispersivity, hydraulic gradient, and contaminant retardation factors.
Field data from each sampling event since May 1992 (such as the June-July 1998 data shown in
Table 5-2) were evaluated to estimate average site-specific first-order biodegradation rates for each
BTEX compound. Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene concentrations observed along the
plume centerline flow path (MW-2 to MW-15 to MW-4) were used as input data.
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be responsible for biodegradation, and assess the magnitude and extent of contaminant attenuation.
Biodegradation within a plume of aqueous-phase hydrocarbons depends on the availability of oxidized
species capable of acting as terminal electron acceptors. Oxygen, nitrate, sulfate, ferric iron, and carbon
dioxide are the electron acceptors most commeonly utilized by microorganisms to degrade dissolved
hydrocarbons. Because oxygen is usually depleted quickly by aerobic microbial activity within the
most heavily contarminated regions of an aquifer, anaerobic microorganisms are often responsible for
raineralizing mostof the hydrocarbons (Weidemeier ef a1, 1993),

As microorganisms oxidize hydrocarbons, electron acceptors are reduced. The extent and magnitude
of biodegradation can therefore be assessed by monitoring either the depletion of eleciron acceptors
or the production of electron acceptor metabolites. For example, aerobic biodegradation is usually
assessed by monitoring dissolved oxygen (DQ) concentrations, while to assess biodegradation by
ferric iron reduction, the metabolite (ferrous fron) 18 monitored.

The spatial distribution and concentrations of electron acceptors (DO, nifrate, and sulfate) and
metabolic by-products (methane and ferrous iron), coupled with the observed reduction in BTEX
concentrations with both time and with distance downgradient of the source area, provides strong
gvidence that BTEX in EJFDF caprock groundwater is being degraded by mucrobially mediated
Processes.

Dissolved Oxygen. Isopleth maps depicting June—July 1998 and April-May 1999 caprock aquifer
PO concentrations are presented in Figure 5-2 and Figure 5:3,

Microorganisms utilize DO (the most thermodynamically favored electron acceptor) during aerobic
degradation of ‘agueous-phase hvdrocarbons. DO concentrations upgradient of the plume can: be
used to estimate the mass of hydrocarbons that can be biodegraded by aerobic processes. According
to the stoichiometry of the aerobic BTEX biodegradation reaction, approximately 3.1 mg of DO is
consumed for each 1.0 mg of BTEX mineralized to carbon dioxide and water (Weidemeier et al.
1995). This estimate is conservative because #t does not account for the mass of BTEX used to
produce cell mass. Anaerobic microorganisms (obligate anaerobes) generally cannot fimetion until
aerobic microorganisms have reduced DO concentrations to less than about 0.5 mg/L.

DO concentrations in EJFDF groundwater show an mverse correlation with BTEX concentrations,
DO concentrations detected at MW-20 (located outside the area tmpacted by the MOGAS release)
were 4.25 mg/L in June—July 1998 and 5.42 mg/L. in April-May 1999. The DO level at MW-20 is
considered repreésentative of background conditions. DO concentrations are below 0.1 mg/L in the
plume area, indicating that aerobic microorganisms have depleted DO to oxidize hydrocarbons
associated with the MOGAS release. In the offsite area downgradient of the plume, DO
concentrations were as ngh as 5.64 mg/L (MI-12Y and 4.09 mg/L. (ME-2).

Nitrate. Isopleth maps depicting June—July 1998 and April-May 1999 caprock aquifer nitrate
concentrations are presented in Figure 5-4 and Figure 5-5.

After DO has been nearly depleted, denitrifying microorganisms can degrade aqueous-phase
hvdrocarbons using mitrate as an electron acceptor, Nilvate concentrations upgradient of the plume
can be used- to estimate the mass of hydrocarbons that can be blodegraded by denitrification.
According to the stoichiometry of BTEX biodegradation by denitrification, approximately 4. 9me of
nitrate is consumed for each 1.0 mg of BTEX mineralized (Weidemeier et al. 1995). This estimate is
conservalive because it does not account for the nvss of BTEX used to produce cell mass.
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Nitrate coneentrations in EJFDF groundwater show a strong inverse correlation with BTEX
concentrations, indicating that aqueous-phase hydrocarbons within the plume area are degraded by
denitrification. Background conditions are represented by the 3.0 mg/L and 3.1 mg/L nitrate
concentrations detected at MW-20 and MW-19, respectively. Nitrate concentrations decrease to
levels below the detection limit (0.1 mg/L) in the plume area. Maximum nitrate concentrations
detected downgradient of the plume were 4.8 mg/L (MI-9) and 2.0 mg/L- (MI-24).

Ferrous Iron. Isopleth maps depicting June—July 1998 and April-May 1999 caprock aquifer ferrous
iron concentrations-are presented in Figure 5-6 and Figure 3-7.

Microorganisms that use ferric iron as an electron acceptor can also degrade aqueous-phase
hydrocarbons. As the hydrocarbons are degraded, ferric iron is reduced to ferrous iron, which is soluble
in water. Therefore, ferrous iron concentrations can be used as a biodegradation indicator. According
to the stoichiomeiry of BTEX biodegradation by ferric iron reduction, approximately 21.8 mg of
ferrous iron is produced for each 1.0 mg of BTEX minerahized (Weidemeier et al, 1995). This estimate
is conservative because it does not aceount for the mass of BTEX used to produce cell mass.

Ferrous iron levels detected in EJFDF groundwater were highest m the heart of the BTEX plume,
suggesting that iron-reducing microorganisms have degraded aqueous-phase hydrocarbons in this area.
Maximum ferrous iron levels detected at MW-2 and MW-15 were 4.5 mg/L and 4.4 mg/L, respectively.
Ferrous iron was not detected at the background sampling locations (MW-20 and MW-19).

Sulfate. Isopleth maps depicting June-July 1998 and April-May 1999 caprock aquifer sulfate
concentrations are presented Figure 53-8 and Figure 5-9.

Adter DO, nitrate, and bioavailable ferric dron reach low concentrations, biodegradation may
continue “as aqueous-phase hydrocarbons are oxidized by sulfate-reducing microorganisms,
According to the stoichiometry of BTEX biodegradation by sulfate reduction, approximately 4.7 mg
of sulfate is consumed for each 1.0 mg of BTEX mineralized (Weidemeier et al. 1995). This
estimate is conservative because it does not account for the mass of BTEX used to produce cell
mass. Sulfate reduction will produce a sulfate distribution that is inversely correlated ‘with the
BTEX distribution.

Very high sulfate concentrations were detected in caprock groundwater outside the BTEX plume n
June-July 1998. The sulfate concentration detected at MW-20 was 100mg/L. At MW-14
{approximately 300 feet upgradient of UST 5.26), sulfite was detected at 70.3 mg/L. Sulfate
concentrations were less than 10 mg/L within the plume. At MW-2, the sulfate concentration was only
0.27 mg/L. In the offsite area downgradient of the plume, sulfate concentrations reach levels as lugh as
98.2 mg/L. (M1-11), and 93.7 mg/L (MI-9). The large difference between sulfate concentrations within
the plume and outside the plume suggests that groundwater entering the conmtaminant source zone can
supply enough sulfate to degrade large quantities of aqueous-phase hydrocarbons.

Methane. Isopleth maps depicting June-July 1998 and April-May 1999 caprock aquifer methane
coneentrations are presented in Figure 5-10 and Figure 5-11.
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Methanogenic microorganisms may also contribute to hydrocarbon degradation after DO, nitrate,
and ferric iron have reached low concentrations. Methane is produced when carbon dioxide is used
as an electron acceptor. Methane is not a component of liquid fuels; therefore, elevated
concentrations of dissolved methane in groundwater impacted by a fuel release indicate that
hydrocarbons have been degraded by methanogenic microorganisms. According to the stoichiometry
of the methanogenic BTEX biodegradation reaction, approximately 0.78 mg of methane is produced
for each 1.0 mg of BTEX mineralized (Weidemeier et al. 1995). This estimate is conservative
because it does not account for the mass of BTEX used to produce cell mass.

Dissolved methane levels detected in EJFDF groundwater in June—July 1998 were highest in the
heart of the BTEX plume, suggesting that methanogenic microorganisms have degraded aqueous-
phase hydrocarbons in this area. The maximum methane concentration (2.5 mg/L) was detected at
MW-2. Background methane concentrations were very low. The methane concentration detected at
MW-20 was only 2.1 x 10" mg/L. At MW-14, methane was detected at only 5.7 % 107 mg/L. In the
offsite area downgradient of the plume, methane concentrations decrease to levels similar to
upgradient background concentrations.

Other Parameters Affecting Biodegradation Rates. Factors such as groundwater temperature,
pH, alkalinity, and the concentrations of essential nutrients, such as nitrogen and phosphorus, can
affect biodegradation rates. However, for most petroleum release plumes, the rate of mn situ
biodegradation is controlled by the distribution and availability of electron acceptors (EPA 1998).

Groundwater Temperature. Bacterial growth rates and biodegradation rates tend to increase with
groundwater temperature. Within the 5°-25°C range, hydrocarbon biodegradation rates roughly
double for every 10°C increase in temperature (Weidemeier et al 1995). Groundwater temperatures
at the EJFDF are relatively high and show little variation throughout the year due to relatively small
seasonal temperature variations. Caprock groundwater temperatures measured in June-July 1998
averaged 26.7°C.

pH. The optimal pH range for BTEX degrading microorganisms is 6—8. In June-July 1998, the
average pH of caprock groundwater at the EJFDF was approximately 6.5,

Alkalinity. Alkalinity maintains favorable pH levels by buffering against pH changes that can occur
during aerobic and ‘anaercbic biodegradation of organic compounds. Because carbon dioxide 1is
produced when organic compounds are oxidized, areas contaminated with petroleum hydrocarbons
exhibit higher total alkalinity than background areas. Average total alkalinity of EJFDF groundwater in
June~July 1998 was approximately 280 mg/L (as calcium carbonate), As expected, alkalinity tended to
be relatively high in the monitoring wells in or near the source area, and low in background areas. Total
alkalinity at MW-2 and MW-15 (in and near the contaminant source area) was 588 mg/L and
431 mg/L, respectively, while total alkalinity at MW-20 (background) was only 159 mg/L.

Redox Potential. Oxidation/reduction (redox) potential indicates the relative tendency of a solution to
accept or transfer electrons. The redox potential of groundwater ranges from —400 millivolts (mV) to
800 mV. Microorganisms that utilize electron acceptors with lower oxidizing potentials (such as sulfate
and carbon dioxide) tend to become dominant after electron acceptors with higher oxidizing potentials
have been reduced, causing a large drop in redox potentials, Table 5-3 shows typical redox conditions
found in groundwater when different electron acceptors are used (Weidemeier et al. 1995).
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The maximum total BTEX concentration detected in EJFDF gproundwater since 1992 is
approximately 8.5 mg/L, (detected at MW-2 in May 1992). As shown in Table 5-2, only about
0.7 mg/L of total BTEX was detected at MW-2 in June-July 1998. As shown in Table 5-4, the total
bivdegradation capacity of groundwater flowing into the EJFDF contaminant source area 18
estimated at 26.6 mg/L, suggesting that more than enough biodegradation capacity is available to
degrade BTEX in EJFDF groundwater. (The median biodegradation capacity for 28 AFCEE natural
attenuation sites is 28.3 mg/L [Weidemeier et al. 1995]). The biodegradation capacity estimate is
conservative because the utilization factors do not account for microbial cell mass production; i.e.,
they assume that all the BTEX is completely mineralized, while in reality some of the BTEX is used
to produce cell mass. Cell mass production takes up less of the electron acceptor than complete
mineralization. The biodegradation capacity estimates indicate that sulfate reduction is the dominant
reaction responsible for biodegradation of BTEX in EJFDF groundwater. Methanogenesis also
appears to be an important process.

54.3 Groundwater Modeling

The EIFDF BTEX plume was simulated using the BIOPLUME I groundwater model (EPA 1998},
Objectives of the modeling effort were to predict the spatial extent and concentration of the BTEX
plume and help assess potential risks to downgradient biological receptors posed by migration of
contaminants in the caprock groundwater, The model is described, the data input and calibration
process is summarized, and modeling results and conclusions are presented. Appendix M presents a
more detailed description of the model, site-specific input parameters, model calibration, sensitivity
analysis, modeling results (wath figures); and conclusions,

Model Description. BIOPLUME I is a two-dimensional, finite difference model designed to
simulate natural aftenuation of organic contaminants in groundwater. It was developed by the EPA
{Subsurface Protection and Remediation Division, National Risk Management Research Laboratory,
Robert S. Kerr Environmental Research Center, Ada, Okiahoma) and the AFCEE (Brooks Air Force
Base, Texas) (EPA 1998). Biodegradation reactions are simulated using one of three options: first-
order decay, instantaneous reaction, or Monod kinetics. The model also accounts for the effects of
advection, dispersion, sorption, and 1on exchange.

EIEDF groundwater modeling utilized the BIOPLUME T first-order decay method. Modeling
results obtained using this method closely matched plume characteristics (extent and concentration)
observed during the Phase I RI and previous sampling events, Average first-order biodegradation
rates for the BTEX compounds in EJFDF groundwater were calculated from field data using the
Buscheck and Alcantar {1995) method. The calculated biodegradation rates varied between —0.09
per year (ethylbenzene) and —0.51 per year (benzene). The rate calculation methodology is described
and calculated site-specific rates are presented in Section 5.4.1.

The first-order decay method uses the exponential decay relationship;

C=Ce"
Where:
o = goncentration of the chemical after time ¢
Ca = slarting concentration
k = first-order decay rate
5-39
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A first-order decay rate can also be expressed as a half-life (HL):
HL=-0.693/k

54.3.1 MODEL INPUT AND CALIBRATION

Input parameters were based primarily on site-specific data, Where site-specific data were not
available, conservative assumptions were made based on widely accepted literature values. Due to
the conservative input parameters, the actual decrease in contaminant mass due to natural
atteruation is likely to exceed model predictions. The benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene
plumes were simulated separately to account for parameters such as biodegradation rates,
retardation, and dispersivity, which vary depending on the compound.

Calibration to the hydraulic and chemical conditions observed in the field is a key step in numerical
groundwater modeling. A properly calibrated model is capable of predicting future hydraulic
conditions and contaminant concentrations. The EJFDF simulations were calibrated by adjusting
hydraulic parameters, boundary conditions, and stresses to approximate observed field conditions.
Input parameters are discussed below. Appendix M provides detailed information regarding the
input parameters used to calibrate the model and simulate the EJFDF BTEX plumes.

Grid Design. The modeling grid selected for the EIFDF was 1,800 feet by 1,800 feet. Each grid cell
was 100 feet by 100 feet; the grid was 18 cells wide and 18 cells long. The modeling grid covers an
arca of 3.24 million square feet, or approximately 75 acres, and covers the entire EJFDF site and the
offsite area between the site and Pear] Harbor Middle Loch.

Simulation Period. The time span of each sinulation was 60 years from the date of the release
(March 1971). The 60-year period was used to ensure that the time span was long enough to
simulate reduction of benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene concentrations in EJFDF caprock
groundwater to very low levels (on the order of 0.010 mg/L or less).

Groundwater Elevation and Gradient. Caprock water table elevation data from August 1998 were
used as model input. The thickness of the caprock saturated zone was estimated at 50 feet. As a
conservative approach, recharge due to rainfall infiltration was not included in the model.

BTEX Concentrations. Maximum BTEX concentrations observed during each of the six sampling
events between 1989 and 1998 were used to calibrate the model. Because MW-2 and MW-15 are
located in the heart of the plume, BTEX concentrations detected at these two wells were the primary
calibration criteria. MW-2 is located immediately adjacent to UST S-26 (on the northeast edge of
the tank). MW-15 is located near the plume centerline, approximately 25 feet downgradient of
MW-2. Table 5-5 and Table 5-6 list the maximum concentrations detected at-MW-2 and MW-15,
respectively.

Table 5-5: Maximum BTEX Concentrations at MW-2, 19881998

Analyte Mar 1989 May 18992 Fehr1bo3 Dec 1893 Aug 1884 Jun—duly 1998
Benzene 290 4.70 2.560 1.80 3.00 0.55
Elhylbenzene 1.30 0.84 0.57 042 .46 0.06
Toluene 0.87 044 0.24 047 0.20 0.04
Xyletie, total 5.00 245 1.05 062 0.50 0.08
Total BTEX 1007 8.53 4.46 3m 4.16 6.70
All values in mgiL.
5.40
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Table 5:6; Maximum BTEX Concentrations at MW-15, 18891998

Analyte Mar 1889 May 1692 Feb 1893 Deg 1883 Aug 1894 Jurn-Jul 1858
Benzene o 1.80 1.40 0,32 1:00 0.56
Ethylbenzene — Q.41 0.27 0.08 0.28 0.09
Toloene — 0.04 0,03 0. 0,02 4.0
Kylene, total o 0.07 0,03 001 0.03 0.01
Total BTEX o 2,42 1.73 042 1.34 0.67

All values inmg/L.
— = ol available (W15 was installed In1992).

Nine injection wells were used to simulate the contaminant source. Injection rales were set 1o
maintain a constant total injection rate of 7.7 cubic feet per day over the 60-year simulations. The

low injection rate minimized the effect on the simulated water table. Benzene, toluene,

ethylbenzene, and xylene injection concentrations and injection periods were varied by tnal and

error until the simulation predictions closely matched observed concentrations,

Hydraulic Conductivity. Accurate estimates of hydraulic conductivity (X} are important to
quantify groundwater flow velocities, define groundwater residence times, and evaluate the quantity

of electron-acceptor-rich - groundwater entering the comtaminant source zone from upgradient
locations. Hydraulic conductivity input: parameters were ‘based on: values obtained from slug and
pump testing reported in the Phass T RI (Ogden 1996). Input & values ranged from 2.2 % 107* feet

per second in the onsite area down to 2.2 x 107° feet per second in the offsite area. In the onsite area,
lenses of higher conductivity sand and gravel are interbedded with silty clay, while stratigraphy in

the offsite area is dominated by clay and silty clay with a few thin sand and gravel layers. The £

values were distributed to the grid using the BIOPLUME I kriging tool.

The general shapes of the simulated BTEX plumes are similar to the actual plume shapes observed
over the sampling events since 1992, indicating that the model accurately simulates actual flow
conditions. Like the actual BTEX plume, the simulated plumes tend to spread out laterally as they
approach the downgradient site boundary, Results obtained during the calibration process suggest
the lateral spreading 1s primarily a function of decreased hydraulic conductivity in the offsite area
relative to the onsite area.

Biodegradation Rates. As discussed in Section 5.4.1, field data from the EJFDF site were used to
estimate first-order biodegradation rates for each of the BTEX compounds. The rates were estimated
using the benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene concentrations observed along the plume
centerline flow path-——MW-2 to MW-15 to MW-4—for each sampling event. The following are
average first-order biodegradation rates (k) and half lives (FHL) estimated for the BTEX compounds
at the EIFDF:

= Benrene: k=-0.51 peryear, HL = 1.36 years
« Toluene: K =-0.20 per year, HL = 347 years
= Ethylbenzene: k=-0.09 per year, HL = 7.70 years
+ Kylene: k=016 per year, HL = 4.33 years

Dispersivity. Longitudinal dispersivity values reported in the literature for alluvial sediments range
from 0.1 to 200 feet (Walton 1988). Dispersivity values specific to the EJFDF site were estimated
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from field data by plotting concentrations of each BTEX compound versus distance along the
centerline of the plume for each of the sampling events since 1992. In accordance with the AFCEE
technical protocol (Weidemeier et al. 1995), longitudinal dispersivity values were estimated as
one-tenth of the distance between the spill source and the centroid of each curve. The estimates were
then averaged to generate the following longitudinal dispersivity input parameters:

= Benzene: 225 f
» Toluene: 1151t
* FEthylbenzene: 28.6 1t
*  Kylene: 8.8 ft

Retardation. Reversible sorption to organic carbon particles within the soil matrix tends to retard
the transport velocity of BTEX compounds relative to the groundwater seepage velocity.
Retardation factors (R) were estimated for each compound as:

R=1+DyKy/ Ne

Where:
R = ratio of groundwater seepage velocity to contaminant transport velocity
D, = soil bulk density {(gm/cm’)
Ks = distribution coefficient (Likg)
N = effective porosity

Soil bulk density and effective porosity are properties of the matrix of the water-bearing zone. Ky is
the product of the fraction of organic carbon in the matrix (f,.) and the organic carbon partitioning
coefficient (K,.) specific to the chemical compound.

The soil bulk density input value, 1.88 g/em’, is from an estimate reported in the Phase 1 RI report
(Ogden 1996). The estimate is based on typical values for the soil types that occur at the site. The /..
value was estimated as 0.002 based on the results of laboratory analyses of 32 soil baring samples
collected during the Phase I RL This value is consistent with typical values reported in the literature
for the soil types that occur at the site. The K. input values listed below are based on values
recommended in the AFCEE technical protocol (Weidemeier et al. 1995);

s Henzene: Ki= T79L/keg
= Toluene: A= 190 Ee
* Fthylbenzene: K. = 468 L/kg
= Nvlefne: K= 395 Like

Due to the difficulty involved in determining Nx, the N input value estimate was based on the range
of accepted literature values for the soil types within the shallow saturated zone at the EJFDF.
Freeze and Cherry (1979) give the following ranges for Nx: sand, 0.25-0.50; silt, 0.35-0.50; clay,
0.40-0.70. To be conservative, a relatively low value, 0.30, was used as the Nz input value for
EJFDF modeling. This estimate is conservative because lower Ng values result in higher seepage
velocities. The parameter values listed above yield the following K, and R factors:
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o Henvene: Ke=0158Likg, R = 1.99
= Toluene; Fo=0379 Likg, £ =338
» FEthylbenzene: K,=0.935 L/kg, K =6.87
« Xylene: Ky=0.790Likg, R =595

5.4.3.2 SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

The purpose of a sensitivity analysis is to evaluate the effects of uncertaintics in input parameter
estimates on model results, After the “base-case” has been established by calibrating the model,
model input parameters are varied individually over a series of simulations. The sensitivity of the
maodel to a particular input parameter is then quantified by observing the magnitude of changes in
plume characteristics (such as concentration and extent). The sensitivity of the EJFDF groundwater
model was evaluated by varying the porosity, dispersivity, hydraulic conductivity, distribution
coefficient, and biodegradation rate input parameters and observing the effects on the simulated
benzene plume.

Results of the sensitivity analysis are presented in Appendix- M. In summary; the model was very
sensitive to changes in the first-order biodegradation rate; it was much less sensitive to
hydrogeologic and contaminant-specific parameters such as porosity, hydraulic conductivity,
dispersivity, and the distribution coefficient.

The analysis shows that errors in hydrogeologic and contaminant-specific parameters would have to
be very significant ‘before they have a preat effect on - the -modeling: results.- However, when
biodepradation rate input values are significantly increased or decreased, the simulated plume
coneentration distribution-and extent are very different from the plume characteristics observed in
the field. This suppests that the biodegradation rate estimates used in the modeling effort are
representative of actual field conditions

5.4.3.3 MobeL RESULTS

The BIOPLUME 1II model was run under steady-state conditions for simulation periods of 60 years.
Although the benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xvlene plumes actually overlap, the migration of
each contaminant was simulated separately. Parameters such as retardation factors and
biodegradation rates are chemical-specific quantitics; this approach thus gives a more realistic
simulation of contaminant migration than modeling total BTEX. In addition, by modeling the
plumes separately, it is possible to predict where and when cleanup criteria associated with each
compound may be exceeded.

The benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylene plumes were modeled using the compound-specific
first-order biodegradation rates estimated from field data by the method of Buscheck and Alcantar
(1993). To better understand the effect of biodegradation on contaminant distribution and
concentration, each plume was also modeled with the biodegradation rate set 1o zero.

The figures presented in Appendix M depict the simulated benzene, foluene, ethyibenzene, and xylene
plurmes. The figures presented in this section depict only ‘the sirmdated benzene plume. Benzene is
morz mobile in the agueous phase than the other BTEX compounds, and poses a preater threat to
human Bealth (as evidenced by the low DOH and EPA action levels for benzene m drinking water).

Benzene ‘Plume, Benzene is more -hydrophilic and soluble than the other BTEX compounds:
therefore, benzene is more mobile in groundwater than the other compounds. However, due to a
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relatively high biodegradation rate (HL = 1.36 years), aqueous-phase benzene at the EIFDF is less
mobile than might be expected. As discussed above, field data indicate that benzene is more readily
biodegraded than the other BTEX compounds m EJFDF groundwater.

Benzene concentrations predicted by the model closely match concentrations detected over the six
sampling events between 1989 and 1998. Benzene concentrations predicted for MW-2 and MW-135 at
27.5 years after the release (summer 1998) are approximately 0.5 mg/L and 0.6 mg/L, respectively.
Benzene concentrations detected at MW-2 and MW-15 in June-July 1998 are 0.554 mg/L and
0.555 mg/L, respectively. The maximum concentration predicted for the simulated plume is
approximately 0.8 mg/L. As defined by a 0.1-mg/L isopleth, the simulated plume covers an area of
approximately 2.75 acres and extends about 400 feet downgradient of MW-2. The simulated 27 5-year
plume covers a greater area than the actual plume (based on 1998 field data), indicating that the
simulation represents a conservative estimate. Simulated benzene concenirations at the downgradient
site boundary (approximately 750 feet from MW-2) are on the order of 107 mg/L or less. The
simulated 27.5-year benzene plume is depicted in Figure 5-12,

As shown in Figure 5-13, the predicted concentrations and extent of the benzene plume 10 years
later (i.e., 37.5 years after the release [summer 2008]) show a dramatic deerease. The plume appears
to be detaching from the source while migrating downgradient at very low concentrations. The
maximum benzene concentration predicted for this time step 1s approximately 0.015 mg/L (a
decrease of more than one order of magnitude from 1998 levels). The benzene concentration
predicted for MW-2 is approximately 0.005 mg/L, while the concentration predicted for MW-15 1s
approximately 0.015 mg/L. As defined by a 0.01-mg/L isopleth, the simulated plume covers an area
of approximately 1.3 acres and extends about 350 feet downgradient of MW-2. Predicted benzene
concentrations at the downgradient site boundary are an the order of 107 mg/L or less.

To visualize the effect of biodegradation on plume concentrations and extent, the biodegradation
rate was set to zero and the other parameters, mncluding contaminant mjection rates, were not
changed. As shown in Figure 5-14, with no biodegradation, the maximum predicted benzene
concentration for the 27.5-year time step is more than 25 mg/L. (compared to 0.8 mg/L. with
biodegradation active). Concentrations above 3 mg/L are predicted to extend approximately 600 feet
downgradient of MW-.2. Benzene concentrations at the downgradient site boundary are
approximately 0.1 mg/L. With biodegradation active, predicted concentrations for the 27.5-year time
step decrease to 0.1 mg/L within approximately 400 feet of MW-2, Model results (including figures
that illustrate the simulated benzene plume) are presented in Appendix M.
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Toluene Plume, Toluene is relatively hydrophilic and moderately soluble; therefore, it i3 relatively
mobile in the aqueous phase. The site-specific toluene HL (347 years) indicates that toluene biodegrades
tnore slowly in ETFDF groundwater than benizene, but more quickly than ethylbenzene or xylene.

Predicted toluene concentrations are similar to the concentrations detected over the first five
sampling events. However, for the 27.5-year time step (corresponding to the June-July 1998
sampling event), the calibrated model shghtly over-predicted toluene concentrations. The simulation
predicted MW-2 and MW-15 toluene concentrations of approximately 0.08 mg/L and 0.04 mg/L,
respectively, Actual toluene concentrations detected at MW-2 and MW-15 in June-July 1998 are
somewhat lower—only 0.041 mg/L and 0.006 mg/L, respectively. The simulated concentration frend
thus appears to represent a conservative forecast. The maximum concentration predicted for the
simulated toluene plume at 27.5 years is 0.129 mg/L. As defined by a 0.1-mg/L isopleth, the
simulated plume covers an area of approximately 0.6 acre, and extends approximately 200 feet
downgradient of MW-2. Simulated toluene concentrations at the downgradient site boundary are on
the order of 107 mg/L or less.

Ten years later (i.e., 37.5 years after the release), the maximum predicted toluene concentration is
only 0.014 mg/L.. The toluene concentration predicted for MW-2 1s less than 0.004 mg/L, while the
concentration predicted for MW-15 is approximately 0.012 mg/L. As defined by a 0.01-mg/L.
isopleth, the simulated plume covers an area of approximately 0.76 acre and extends less than
300 feet downgradient of MW-2. Predicted toluene concentrations at the downgradient site
boundary are again on the order of 10° mg/L or less.

With the biodegradation rate set to zero, the maximum predicted toluene concentration for the
27.5-year time step 1s 1.15mg/L. (compared to 0.129 mg/L with biodegradation active), and
concentrations above 1mg/L arc predicted to extend approximately 200 feet downgradient of
MW-2. Maximum toluene concentrations at the site boundary are on the order of 107~ mg/L. Model
results (including figures that 1llusirate the simulated toluene plume} are presented in Appendix M.

Ethylbenzene Plume. Ethylbenzene is moderately soluble but less mobile in groundwater than the
other BTEX compounds due to its greater tendency to adsorb to-organic carbon. The site-specific
ethylbenzene HE (7,70 vears) indicates that ethylbenzene in EJFDE groundwater biodegrades more
slowly than the other BTEX compounds. Modeling results suggest the ethylbenzens plume 18 likely
to persist {at-low concentrations) longer than the benzene, toluene, or xylene plumes.

The calibrated model closely matches ethylbenzene concentrations over the first five sampling
events, but it over-predicted concentrations for the 27.5-year time step (summer 1998). Between the
August 1994 (23.5 year) and June-July 1998 (27.5 vear) sampling events, actual ethylbenzene
concentrations detected at MW-2 and MW-15 decreases sharply—from 0.46 mg/L and 0.49 mg/L to
0.063 mg/L. and 0.0883my/L, respectively. The simulation predicted MW-2 and MW-:15
ethylbenzene concentrations of approximately 0.3 mg/L and 0.4 mg/L, respectively, for the 27.5-
vear time step. The simulated ethylbenzene concentration trend therefore appears to represent a
conservative forecast. The maximum concentration predicted for the simulated 27.5-year
ethylbenzene plume is 0.586 mg/L. As defined by a 0.1-mg/L isopleth, the simulated plume covers
approximately 2.3 acres and extends nearly 400 feet downgradient of MW-2. Simulated
ethylbenzene concentrations at the downgradient site boundary are on the order of 107 mg/L or less.

Ten years later (i.e., 37.5 vears after the release), the maximum predicted ethylbenzene
concentration 1s 0,312 mg/L. The predicted MW-2 concentration is less than 0.14 mg/L, while the

predicted MW-15 concentration s approximately 0.24 mg/L. Although the maximum conceniration
is lower, the simulated plume, as defined by a 0.1-mg/L. isopleth, still covers approximately
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biodegradation, the simulated BTEX plumes extended much farther downgradient than the actual
plumes.

The modeling results also suggest that most of the BTEX contamination currently remaining in
EJFDF caprock groundwater represents aqueocus-phase BTEX that partitioned into groundwater
during the period when free product was in direct contact with the caprock water table. Residual soil
contamination appears to contribute only a small portion of the overall mass of aqueous-phase
BTEX remaming at the site, To achieve simulated concentrations approaching the low levels
observed during recent sampling events, injected BTEX concentrations had to be decreased to very
low levels approximately 10 years into the simulations. BTEX that remains within vadose zone soil
in the contaminant source area appears to partition into the aqueous phase at a very low rate,

As discussed in Section 5.4.2, electron acceptor concentrations upgradient of the source area are
high enough to provide approximately 26.6 mg/L. (in BTEX concentration units) of biodegradation
capacity. Furthermore, due to BTEX retardation, the electron acceptor plume tends to move
downgradient faster than the BTEX plume. The result, as confirmed by groundwater sampling
results obtained during the Phase II RI and previous investigations, is a contaminant plume that
continues to decrease in both concentration and area over time. These observations suggest the rate
at which BTEX is removed from the aqueous phase by biodegradation is likely to greatly exceed the
rate at which BTEX is partitioned into the aqueous phase from vadose zone soil.

Modeling results indicate that BTEX concentrations in on site caprock groundwater are likely to
reach very low levels within the next decade. (The simulations represent a conservative scenario—
simulated 27.5-year time step [summer 1998] BTEX concentrations are higher than concentrations
detected in June—July 1998 and April-May 1999.) BTEX concentrations detected in MW-2 and
MW-15 have already decreased to levels well below the cleanup criteria specified for the caprock
water-bearing zone (see Section §.1.4). Modeling results are also consistent with the observation
that BTEX concentrations reach extremely low levels well before the downgradient site boundary;
therefore, aqueous-phase hydrocarbons in the caprock groundwater are not likely to threaten offsite
human or ecological receptors.

8.5 CONCEPTUAL SITE MODEL

The Phase 1 RI evaluated potentially complete pathways for onsite and offsite receptors as a result of
exposure to residual onsite contamination from the 1971 MOGAS release. The focus of the Phase I
RI is to further evaluate potential offsite impacts from the 1971 MOGAS release. Therefore, the
conceptual site model (CSM} and human health and ecological risk assessments (Sections 6 and 7)
focus on complete exposure pathways for offsite receptors.

The CSM for the offsite study area, which is the focus of the Phase II RI risk assessment, identifies
potentially complete exposure pathways for both current and future land uses of the area, Figure
5-15 presents the CSM for residual subsurface soil contamination from the 1971 MOGAS release
and the CSM for other contanunant sources not related to the MOGAS release.

5.5.1 Gurrentand Future Land Uses

The offsite study area is and has been used primarily for residential and agricultural purposes.
Because the hydrology in the area provides ideal conditions for growing hydric farm crops, this
current land use is expected to continue. It is anticipated that future land development will not
include major construction activities (1.e., subsurface excavation); however, small-scale excavation
(i.e., for installation of utility lines) is possible.
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5.5.2 -Contaminant Sources and Chemicsl Transport Mechanisms

Contaminant Sources. The current contaminant source of concern is residual onsite subsurface soil
contarmnation from the 1971 MOGAS release. No floating product has been observed in more than
L0 years; therefore, onsite subsurface soil contaminated with residual hydrocarbons, primarily
BTEX compounds and light-end PAHs, represents the only current onsite source of caprock
groundwater hydrocarbon contamination. These MOGAS-related compounds in onsite caprock
groundwater are naturally attenuated through aerobic and anaerobic biodegradation (see Section
5.3). These naturally occurring processes have significantly reduced caprock groundwater BTEX
concentrations and restricted the offsite migration of these compounds.

Concentrations of MOGAS-related constituents detected off site were very low (see Section 4).
However, the Phase II RI sampling and analysis program identified other contaminants in the offsite
area that are not likely to be related to the 1971 MOGAS release. COPCs detected in offsite surface
media samples were primarily SVOCs (including phthalates, heavy-molecular-weight PAHs, and
lead). Subsurface soil contains primarily the same COPCs as well as low concentrations of gasoline-
range TPH. (Non-MOGAS related COPCs and the MOGAS-related COPCs detected at low-levels
are identified in Section 6.) Surface water 10 the watercress fields and at the outfalls located between
the bicycle path and Middle Loch contains heavy-molecular-weight PAHs, Z2-nitrophenol,
phthalates, and lead. Groundwater collected from offsite wells installed in the caprock water-bearing
zone contains VOCs, SVOCs (e.g., PAHs, phthalates, and phenaolics), and lead,

Comparison between COPCs identified for onsite media in the Phase T RI risk assessment and those
identified for the offsite Phase I RI risk assessment suggest that multiple contaminant sources may
be responsible for contamination detected in the offsite area. VOCs identified as COPCs in onsite
surface soil (i.e., BTEX) are associated with the MOGAS release. Pesticides, PCBs, and lead were
COPCs in onsite surface soil, but were not attributed to the MOGAS release. In contrast, none of the
COPCs identified in onsite surface soil were detected in offsite surface soil. COPCs in offsite
surface soil and sediment were primarily PAHs, most of which have heavy molecular weights and
are not considered constituents of MOGAS The other COPCs detected in offsite surface soil and
sediment {e.g,, phthalates, 2-butanone, acetone, and carbon disulfide) are also not likely to be related
to the 1971 MOGAS release.

COPCs detected by Phase I RI onsite subsurface soil sampling (1.e., BTEX, 1,2-DCA,
trichloroethene [TCE], phenolic compounds, and naphthalenes) are associated with the onsite
MOGAS contaminant source. Many of these chemicals were also identified as COPCs in the Phase
I RI offsite subsurface soil samples. However, like offsite surface soil and sediment, offsite
subsurface soil also contained heavy-molecular-weight PAHs, phthalates, 2-butanone, acetone, and
carbon disuliide.

COPCs identified in offsite surface water were also identified in offsite surface soil and sediment,
with the exception of 2-nitrophenol, butylbenzylphthalate, and di-n-octylphthalate,
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Transport Mechanisms. Contaminants detected in the offsite investigation areéa could migrate in
the environment by the following mechanisms:

E

Afr. Air transport of chemicals detected in soil (1.e., transport via airborne particulates or as
vapor phase of volatile chermicals) is considered insignificant at this site. Transport of
nonvolatile COPCs by air is insigmficant due to heavy vegetative cover in the contaminated
area and the low contaminant concentrations detected in surface soil and sediment. Transport
of VOCs is msignificant due to their relatively low concentrations in surface soil, sediment,
and caprock groundwater underlying the offsite study area.

Leaching. VOCs, PAHs, phthalates, phenolics, and lead were detected in offsite soil and
sediment. PAHs are not expected to significantly leach from soil to groundwater or surface
water due to their fate and transport properties (high affinity for soil particles and low
solubility in water). However, the solubility and, therefore, mobility of PAHs can increase in
the presence of phenolic compounds (which have been detected in all media sampled in the
investigation area). Lead and VOCs are more readily leached from soil, and are expected to
oceur 1 the caprock groundwater.

Groundwater, Caprock groundwater is encountered at approximately 812 feet bgs in the
offsite area. There i3 no evidence that caprock groundwater discharges to fresh surface water
in the offsite area (i.e., the watercress fields). However, caprock groundwater may discharge
to the Middle Loch of Pearl Harbor below the low tide elevation. Contamination in Pearl
Harbor is being investigated under a separate CLEAN mmvestigation.

Artesian Wells. Artesian wells that tap the deep basal aquifer underlying the offsite area
provide irrigation water for the watercress fields. The confined basal aquifer also discharges
to the surface at several springs east of the offsite investigation area (e.g., Waiawa Spring).
The basal aquifer is hydrogeologically separate from the surficial caprock water-bearing
zone: it is isolated from the caprock groundwater by a thick sequence of impermeable
confming strata. The local hydraulic gradient also prevents caprock groundwater from
entering the basal aquifer: the potentiometric surface of the confined basal aquifer is higher
than that of the unconfined caprock water-bearing zone. There is no evidence of
contamination in the artesian wells downgradient of the EJFDF.

Surface Water. Erosion is the primary mechanism for transport of onsite soil contaminants to
the offsite area. Surface water may transport contaminants sorbed to suspended soil particles
ar leached from surface soil by sheet wash. Contaminants are more likely to migrate with
suspended soil particles, which could be transported to the watercress fields and the field
drainage system. If contaminated surface soil particles were transported to the watercress
ficlds via surface water runoff, the large volume of irrigation water supplied by the confined
basal aquifer would dilute the small volume of surface runoff. Contaminated soil particles
could be deposited as sediments in drainage ditches at points where flow velocity is low.
Dissolved contaminants in the runoff could be transported to Middle Loch, where further
dilution would occur during tidal flushing of the harbor.

553 Complete and Potentially Complete

Exposure Pathways and Polential Receptors

Offsite exposure pathways and receptors are evaluated in this Phase IT RI. Onsite exposure pathways
and receptors were evaluated in the Phase I Rl baseline risk assessment (Ogden 1996).

Human Exposure Pathways. Complete or potentially complete human exposure pathways for the
offsite area are identified as follows (grouped by contaminant source):
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Omsite residual subsurface soifl confaminant source associated with-the 1971 MOGAS release

Intake of chemicals that have bioaccumulated in fish in Middle Loch

Offsite contarmmant sources not associated with the 1971 MOGAS release

Intake of chemicals via inhalation of fugitive dust from soil

Imtake of gas-phase VOCs {rom soil vig inhalation

Intake of chemicals in oftsite surface soil or sediment in the watercress farmarea via
incidental ingestion and dermal absorption (surface soil and sediment are considered
together because their intake could occur in the same manner)

Intake of chemicals in subsurface soil via incidental ingestion and dermal absorption
Intake of chemicals that have bioaccumulated in agricultural plants

Intake of chemicals in surface water in the watercress fields and surface water drainage
areas via meidental mgestion and dermal absorption

Incomplete human exposure pathways in the offsite study area are identified as follows (grouped by
contaminant source);

&

E

Onsite restdual subsurface soil contaminant source associated with the 1971 MOGAS release

Current and future exposure to contaminants in surface water m Pearl Harbor Middle
Lock. Human receptors are assumed to not use the area for recreational purposes.

Offsite contaminant sources not associated with the 1971 MOGAS relesse

Exposure to YOCs from surface water in the watercress fields. VOCs were not detected there.

Current exposure to contaminants in the caprock water-bearing zone. This zone isnot a
source of potable water. Domestic water is supplied by the deeper basal aquifer, which is
hydrogeologically separate from the overlying caprock water-bearing zone; contaminants
were niot detected in artesian well water from the confined basal aquifer.

Future exposure to contaminants in offsite caprock groundwater. It is assumed that the
eaprock water-bearing zone will not be used as a water source in the future.

Huoman Receptors. Current and potential future human receptors associated with the offsite study
area are farm workers and residents who may or may not work at the farms. In addition, although
major construction is not expected, utility workers are potential future receptors if small-scale
excavation (1.e., installation of utility lines) occurs. Recreational users of Middle Loch are potential
receptors; however, they were not evaluated in the Phase II RI risk assessment, as discussed in
Section 5.5.4.

Current and potential human receptors based on complete and significant exposure pathways for the
offsite study arca are identified as follows:

Current and fubwre farm workers and residents who may contact surface soil or sediment in
the offsite area. Pathway: surface soil or sediment exposure {i.e., dermal absorption).

Future utility workers during excavation activities (e.g., underground pipe removal or repair).
Pathway: subsurface soil exposure (i.e., incidental ingestion and dermal absorption).
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= Current and future farm workers who may contact surface water i the watercress fields.
Pathway: the (potentially complete) surface water exposure {i.e., dermal absorption}),

# . Current and futire farm workers, tesidents, and future utility workers who may constime
agricultural plants grown at the watercress farms. Pathway: bioaccumulation.

Current and potential human receptors based on complete but insignificant exposure pathways are
identified as follows (grouped by contaminant source). Rationale for considering these pathways as
msignificant 1s presented in Figare 5-15.

= (nsite residual subsurface soil contaminant source associated with the 1971 MOGAS release

— Current and future farnm workers-and residents, and-future utility workers, Pathway:
inhalation of VOCs from groundwater,

= Offsite contaminant sources not associated with the 1971 MOGAS release

— Current and future Tarm workers and residents, and future utility workers. Pathway:
inhalation of fugitive dust particulates and VOCs from soil or sediment.

— Current and future residents, and future utility workers. Pathway: incidental ingestion
and dermal -absorption of surface water in the watercress fields.

-~ Farm workers. Pathways: mcidental ingestion and dermal absorption of surface soil or
sediment, and incidental ingestion of surface water.

5.5.4 Recreational Use of Middle Loch

Exposure to contaminants in Middle Loch is considered an incomplete pathway for farm workers,
residents, and utility workers because these receptors are assumed to not use Middle Loch for
recreational purposes. Use of Middle Loch for recreational purposes is possible, but rare: the area is
unsuitable for swimming and fishing is currently unlikely due to a ban on consuming fish from Pearl
Harbor. The effects of fish consumption in the future are not addressed in the Phase II RI risk
assessment; bioaccumulation of contaminants in fish in Middle Loch is beéing investigated under a
separate effort (Pearl Harbor Sediment Study, Ogden Environmental and Energy Services Co,, in

Progress).

Although Pear]l Harbor Middle Loch is not suitable for recreational use, it was conservatively
evaluated in the Phase I RIrisk assessment (Ogden 1996}. Risks to adults and children who swim in
Middle Loch were estimated. COPCs were selected from chemicals detected in caprock
groundwater, which was assumed to discharge to Middle Loch. Comparisons to EPA Region IX tap-
water PRGs and to background concentrations (including laboratory contaminants) were primary
considerations in selecting COPCs from the list of chemicals detected in the groundwater.
Concentrations in Middle Loch were estimated by multiplying groundwater COPC concentrations
by the dilution factor calculated for the Pearl Harbor estuaring environment,

Risks to adults and children swimming in Middle Loch estimated in the Phase [ RI risk assessment
{Ogden 1996) are presented in Table 5-7,
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Tahle 5-7:Risks o Adults and Children Swimming inMiddle Loch

Cancer Risk Hazard Indeéx

Receptor/Pathway Average RME Avarage f RME
Aduilt

Ingestion of surface water BE-13 TE-09 TE-07 2E-08
Dermal contact with surface water 5E-12 GE-08 S5E-07 3E-04
Child

Ingestion of surface water 2E-13 2E~10 2E-08 4E-06
Dermial contact with-surface water . BE-13 4E-09 3E-07 8E-05

Results of Phase I and Phase II RI groundwater sampling indicate that maximum VOC
concentrations in the caprock water-bearing zone continue to decrease due to natural attenuation.
Consequently, it is assumed that risks to potential future recreational users estimated for the Phase I
RIwould not be exceeded.

Ecological Receptors. During the ecological reconnaissance, a variety of birds and other amimals
were observed using the watercress farm area. A flock of seven Hawatian black-necked stilts
(Himantopus -mexicanus knudsent), an endangered species, were observed feeding on aquatic
organisms at the adjacent Nakatani watercress farm. Cattle egrets are commeonly observed feeding in
the offsite area. Both species are known to breed at the nearby Waiawa Unit of the Pearl Harbor
National Wildlife Refuge. Surface water and groundwater from the offsite area may discharge to
Middle Loch, where aquatic receptors could be exposed. The potential effect of contaminant
discharge to Pearl Harbor is the subject of a separate investigation.

The following are complete or potentially complete ecological exposure pathways for the offsite study area:

». Uptake of chemicals in surface water by fish and other aquatic ofganisms
» - Uptake of chemicals in sediment by benthic invertebrates
= Ingestion of chemicals in sediment by blacksnecked stilts feeding in watercress fields

+  Ingestion of chemicals in contaminated food species by black-necked stilts feeding in the
watercress fields (food chain exposure)

= Inpestion of chermcals in soil by representative terrestrial species

* - Ingestion of chemicals in contaminated food species by representative species feeding in the
upland portion of the offsite area

* Root uptake of chemicals in soil by terrestrial plants

*  Root uptake of chemicals in sediment by hydric plants, such as watercress

Surface water and caprock groundwater ultimately discharge to Middle Loch; therefore, these
pathways are also potentially complete for the Pearl Harbor aquatic community, The Navy’s Pearl
Harbor Sediment Study is evahiating the Pearl Harbor aquatic and benthic communities (Ogden, in-
progress). Potential risks to biological resources in the harbor are qualitatively discussed based on
analytical results from surface water and sediment samples collected at two outfalls that discharge
runoff from the offsite area to Middle Loch (see Section 7).
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6. HUMAN HEALTH RISK ASSESSMENT

The Phase T RI human health risk assessment estimated risks to farm workers, residents, and utility
workers associated with exposure to COPCs detected in the offsite investigation area. Phase 11 RI
findings indicate that the risk drivers detected off site are not related to the ETFDF MOGAS release.
Results of the risk assessment indicate that, with one exception, offsite contaminants do not pose
unacceptable risks to human receptors. A cumulative risk of 1E-03 was calculated for dermal contact
by farm workers with HMW SVOCs such as benzo(a)pyrene in surface water. The heavy SVOCs
were not detected in onsite or offsite caprock groundwater, and are not likely to be related to the
1971 MOGAS release. Due to their physicochemical properties, the detected SVOCs are expected to
be largely adsorbed to suspended soil particles, which would significantly limit their bioavailability.
This assumption is supported by analytical data from filtered samples collected from the artesian
wells that irrigate the watercress farms, and by the low aqueous solubility and high sediment-
partitioning values reported in the literature for these SYOC compounds. In addition, the calculated
risk to farm workers is the result of SVOC concentrations detected in a single surface water sample,
which was collected from a drainage channel, not in the watercress patches themselves. The risk to
farm workers who contact surface water is therefore likely to be overestimated.

For the Phase T R, human health risks associated with the 1971 MOGAS release were estimated by a
baseline HRA {Ogden 1996). Four receptors were evaluated:

= -Curreht onstte visitors

# Future onsite residents

= (Current or future offsite residents

+ Current or future offsite farm workers
Six potentially complete pathways were evaluated for the Phase I RL:

» Ingestion of and dermal contact with surface soil
» Ingestion of and dermal contact with Pearl Harbor surface water while swimming
*  Dermal contact with watercress patch water and inhalation of VOCs volatilized from the

waler

The HRA for the Phase I RI assumed that caprock groundwater discharges into Pearl Harbor and the
watercress patches (Ogden 1996).

COPCs identified in the Phase T R1 HRA, which evaluated the area surrounding the 1971 MOGAS
release, are listed in Table 6-1;

Table 6-1: COPCs identified in the Phase | Rl Health Risk Assessment

COPCsinSoil COPCs in Underlving Caprock Water-Bearing Zone
Aracior 1260 BEHP
DDE BTEX
oDt Chioromethane
Ethyibenzene 1,2-DCA
Lead Hexane
Toluene Z-Methyinaphthalene
Xylenes Naphthalene
TCE

Source. Ogden {1998}
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This risk evaluation includes a screening PRE and a site-specific PRE; the methodologies for both
PREs are discussed below.

8.4.1 Soreening PRE Methodology

The sereening PRE includes the following steps:

= Develop a CSM,

» = Jdentify relevant data sets,

«. Select COPCs,

= Estimate EPCs,

» (alculate screening cumulative health risks.

= Fvaluate results.

Conceptual Site Model. The CSM (Section 5.5) identified complete and potentially complete
exposure pathways for current and fuhure land uses,

The CSM identified farm workers and residents as current and future receptors, and uhlity workers
as potential future receptors. These receptors could contact contaminated offsite soil or sediment.
Farm workers could also contact contaminated offsite surface water in the watercress fields. As
discussed in Section 5.5.2, air transport and exposure to offsite contaminants is considered
msignificant due to the tight, moist soils, significant vepetative cover, and relatively low contaminant
concentrations. Complete and potentially complete exposure pathways identified in Section 5.5.3 are
further evaluated below.

For PRGs to be relevant in the risk assessment, exposure pathways and exposure parameters in the
CSM should be similar to those used to develop the PRGs used for comparison, The residential
exposire pathways and exposure parameters identified in the CSM are the same as those used fo
develop residential PRGs. ‘However, comparison to industrial PRGs 15 not -appropriate. for farm
workers or utility workers because complete exposure pathways identified for these receptors m the
CSM are not similar to those used to develop PRGs; these pathways will be addressed i the site-
specific PRE, and include the following:

= Dermal contact with contaminants in surface water by current and future farm workers

= Ingestion of watercress by all identified receptors (1.e., farm workers, residents, and utility
workers)

» Ingestion of and dermal contact with contaminants in offsite soil (i.e., surface soil, sediment,
and subsurface soil} by future utility workers

Relevant Data Sets. Soil, sediment, and surface water data were evaluated for the screening PRE.
Data were validated in accordance with the most currently available version of the U.S. Navy
PACDIV Project Procedures Manual (for round one samples, DON 1996; for round-two samples,
DON 1998). Ten percent of the analytical data were validated according to U.S. Navy Pacific
Division (PACDIV) Level D data validation criteria; 90 percent of the data were validated according
to PACDIV Level C criteria. Data assigned an “R” qualifier (data rejected) were eliminated from the
database and were not used for the screening PRE. TPH analytical data were not inchaded in the
screening PRE because PRGs do not exist for these constituents; however, the most toxic
components, €.g., BTEX compounds and PAHs, were included.
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Soil data were segregated nto surface soil data (i.e., 0-0.5 f bgs) and subsurface soil data (i.e., 0.5~
32 feet bgs). Surface soil data are from five offsite surface soil samples and nine sediment samples
(including one duplicate sample) collected from the watercress patches and offsite drainage channels.
Sediment data were included with surface soil data because human receptors could ingest and
contact sediments in the same manner as surface soil. Subsurface soil data are from 43 soil samples
{including four duplicate samples) collected in the offsite nvestigation area at various depths
between 0.5 and 32 feet bes:

Surface water data consist of nine samples (including one duplicate) collected at the watercress
patches and drainage areas. Two sediment samples (D-01 and D-02) and two surface water samples
{(W-01 and W-02) were collected at outfall areas downgradient of the offsite investigation area, at the
shoreline of Pearl Harbor Middle Loch. These two sampling locations were not used for the
screening PRE because they were not considered representative of the offsite investigation area. In
addition to the offsite investigation area, other upgradient areas drain to these outfalls. The shoreline
area 1s also influenced by tidal waters of Pearl Harbor Middle Loch.

Chemicals-of Potential Concern. Anv chemical detected 1o the offsite soil; sediment; or surface
water was considered a COPC and was included in the screening PRE. Chemicals included m the
PRE are listed in Table 6-2. The table lists chemicals that were detected in each medium at least
onee, and indicates those chemicals that are not evaluated quantitatively because they lack PRGs.

Table 6:2: Chemicals of Potential Concern ncluded in the Human Health PRE

COPCs in Surface Soil or Sediment COPCs In Subsurface Soll j COPCs In Surface Waler
VOCs
2-Butanone Acelone hone
Acetone 2-Butanone
Carbon-disulfide Carbon disulfide

1,2-DCA

Ethylbenzens

1,24 TMB

1.3,5-TMB

Xylenes, total
SVOCs
Anthracene Benzo{z)pyrens Benzolajanthracene
Benzola)anthracene Benzo(b)iuoranthsne Benzola)pyrene
Benzolalpyrene Benzolg hilperylene Benza(b)fluoranthene
Benzo(b)fiuoranthene BEHP Benzo(g.hijperyiene
Benzo(g hfjperylene Di-n-butyiphinziate Benzofk)fiuoranthene
Benzo{k)fluoranthens Diethylphthalate BEHP
BEHF 5 Hexachlorobenzene Butyibenzylphthalate
4-Bromophenylphenylether ZMethvinaphthalens Chryseng
ngrysane Maphthalene Di-n-octyiphihalate
Dibenzola.hjanthracens 2:Nitrophenal Dibenzola hanthracene
Digthyi phthalate Phenat Flugranthene
Fluaranthens Pyrane Indeno{1,2,3-cd)pyreng
indeno({1,2.3-c.djpyrene 2-Nitrophenol
Phenanthrene Phenanthirene
FPhenol Pyrana
Pyrene
Inorganics
Lead E Lead Lead

* A PRG Is riot avallable for comparison égainst EPCs; therafore, this chemical is not considered in the PRE.
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Exposure Point Concentrations. Both maximum EPCs and RME EPCs were estimated. The
distribution of analytical concentrations for each chemical was evaluated using the Shapiro-Wilk test
{Gilbert 1987). Diustribution results are presented in Appendix N, Table N-2.

The 95 percent upper confidence limit (UCL) of the arithmetic mean will represent the RME EPC.
Non-detected values were represented by one-half the detection limit for quantification of the
95 percent UCL concentration.

The following formula was used to calculate the 95 percent UCL of the arthmetic mean
concentration for normally distributed data (EPA 1992):

95%UCL=x+(tp9s01)| ==
<4 (&95, 1)(\[;]

Where:
x = anthmelic mean concentration
loos nr = 95% t-distnibution value for n—1 degrees of freedom
5 = gtandard deviation
] = number of samples

The following equation was used to calculate the 95 percent UCL of the arithmetic mean for
lognormal distribution:

= 1
VR e
{ o aed }

3R UCL=¢
Where:

e =hase of natural log, approximately equal o 2.718

% = arithmetic mean of the natural logarithms of the analyte concentrations

s = standard deviation of the natural logarithms of the analyie concentrations
H = H-statistic (American Mathematical Society 1975)

n =number of confaminant samples

If the 95 percent UCL concentration exceeded the maximum concentration for a specific chemical
data set, the maximum concentration was used as the RME EPC.

Cumnulative Health Risks. To evaluate risk to residents from exposure to COPCs in soil or sediment
through soil and air exposure pathways, maximum EPCs and RME EPCs were compared to
residential soil PRGs. Soil PRGs represent the soil concentrations from the assumed soil and air
pathways below which no significant health effects are likely to oceur. Thev correspond to fixed
levels of risk (i.e., a cancer risk of 1E-06 or a noncancer hazard quotient of 1). The following soil
and air pathways were used to develop residential soil PRGs:
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s  Inhalation of contammnated. fugitive dust from soil
= Inhalatonof VOCs from soil
+ Incidental ingestion of chemicals insoil

= Drermal contact with chemicals 1 soil

Children from 0 to 6 years old were selected as receptors for calculating noncarcinogenic PRGs.
Individuals from 0 to 30 years old (i.e., 30-year residents) were selected as receptors for caleulating
carcinogenic PRGs. Therefore, both adult and child exposures are addressed through use of the
residential soil PRGs.

Some PRGs are listed as a “sat” concentration (PRG,,). These correspond to & saturation
coricentration in soil where the absorptive hmits of the soil particles and the available soil moisture
have been reached. I a health-based PRG exceeds the PRG,,, the PRG,, was histed and used for
comparison, Some PRGS are listed as 3 “max” concentration (PRG ). PRGL concentrations may
be established for inorganic or SVOCs with relatively low toxicity, PRG,. concentrations are non-
health-based ceiling himit concentrations, and are fixed at TE+05 mg'ke. It a health-based PRG was
unavailable for comparison, but a PRG was available; the PRG, was used for contaminant
concentration comparison.

Excess cancer risk can be estimated from an EPC and a carcinogenic PRG with the following
formula:

Excess Cancer Risk=TR x EPC

P R Gi

Where:

TR =the target lifetime cancer risk of 1E-06
EPC;, = maximum EPC or RME EPC of COPC; detected in soil (mg/kg)
PRG; = PRG for COPC; n soil (mg/kg), based on carcinogenic effects

A hazard quotient (HQ) can be estimated from an EPC and a noncarcinogenic PRG with the
following formula:

EPC,
PR

HO=THQOx

Where:
THGO = thetarget hazard quotient (HQ) of 1

The comulative residential excess-cancer risk 15 also estimated for each site, The cumulative excess
cancer risk for exposure to multiple COPCs 1s estimated with the following equation:

Cumulative Excess Cancer Risk= Z}:TR % EP C‘}

PRG;
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The cumulative noncarciniogenic HI for exposure to multiple COPCs is estimated as follows:

Cumulative Noncarcinogenic HI = Z[T}?ﬂ . i;: g‘}

Where:
THI  =the target Hl of |

Excess risks caleulated by comparing the EPC to PRGy, or PRG ., values were not included in the
cumulative excess cancer risk or the cumulative HI Instead, comparison results were evaluated
qualitatively.

Evaluating Results. If maximum EPCs and RME EPCs are less than residential soil PRGs,
cumulative excess cancer risk s less than 1E-06, and the HI 15 less than 1, then no further action is
recommended for the site,

As stated previously, soil concentrations are compared to industrial PRGs only if any of the
following occur when comparing to residential soil PRGs:

¢ The cumulative RME excess cancer risk exceeds 1E-06

* The cumulative HI exceeds |

#  The lead EPC 1n so1l exceeds the residential PRG of 400 mg/kg
As diseussed in Section 6.2, resulis for the above criteria were not ‘exceeded for offsite sail or
sediment contaminant concentration comparisons to residential soil PRGs, Therefore, it was not

necessary to compare soil concentrations to industrial PRGs. However, a site-specific PRE was
completed for exposure pathways different from those used to develop PRGs.

§.1.2 Site-Specific PRE Methadology

The site-specific PRE estimated exposure and risk associated with four exposure pathways:

¢ Dermal contact with surface water in the watercress fields by farm workers

¢ Ingestion of contaminated watercress by all identified receptors, 1.¢., farm workers, residents
{adudt and child), and utility workers

+  Incidental ingestion of soil (i.e., surface soil, sediment, and subsurface soil) by utility workers

«  Dermal contact with soil (i.e., surface sotl, sediment, and subsurface soil) by utility workers
A screeriing PRE could not be completed for these pathways because they differ from the pathways
used to develop PRGs; therefore, a site-specific PRE was necessary to assess risks associated with
these pathways.

The site-specific PRE included the following four tasks:
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]

"

&

Identification of COPCs
Exposure assessment
Toxacity assessment

Risk characterization

6.7. 2.1 IDENTIFICATION 0F COPCs

All chemicals detected in at least one offsite sample were identified as COPCs, These COPCs are
histed in Table 6-2.

6.1.2.2 EXPOSURE ASSESSMENT

Exposure 15 quantibed for the following:

Absorbed chronic dose through dermal absorption of COPCs in surface water in the
watercress fields is estimated for the farm workers.,

Intake is estimated for ingestion of watercress by all identified receptors, including farm
workers, residents (aduly and child), and utility workers.

Subchronic daily intake is estimated for the funhure utility workers through incidental mgestion
of chemicals in surface and subsurface soil.

Absorbed subchronic dose is estimated for future utility workers through dermal absorption
of chemieals in surface and subsurface soil.

The COPC concentration used to estimate intake i1 the RME EPC, which is the lesser of the
95 percent UCL of the arithmetic mean concentration and the maximum concentration. Statistics for
analytical data are presented in Appendix N, Table N-1. The models and exposure factors used to
estimate exposure are presented in Equation 6-1 through Equation 6-4. The model and exposure
factors presented in Equation 6-1 for the farm workers represent an adult worker scenario, based on
field observations of the age composition of that group of workers as well as the legal prohibitions
concerning child labor. The factors presented in Equation 6-2 for ingestion of watercress by residents
address both adult and child exposures. This intake is applicable to farm workers and utility workers
as well, under the assumption that they also are local residents who may potentially consume the
contaminated watercress.

ARO00029955




November 2000 Phase I Bl EJFDF, FISC, Pearl Harbor Hilinan Healih Risk

Equation 6-1: Model for Eslimating Absorbed Dose for Farm Workers, Dermal Absorption of Chamicals
int Surface Water al Watercress Fields, Current and Future Exposure and Land Use

CW s CF SA PCe ET x EF « ED

Absorbed Chronic Dose (mg/kg -day)=

BW x AT

Where:

ow = gontaminant concentration in surface water (mo/l}

CF = gonversion factor {1 liter/1,000 cmz‘,t

SA =iskin surface area avallable for contact {om™

PC = ghemical-specific demal permeability constant-{emfhin)

ET = gxposire tme (hours/day)

EF = gxposure frequency (daysiyear)

ED = gxpasure duration {years)

BW = hody weight (kg)

AT = averaging time {period overwhich exposure is averaged, in days)
Assumptions:

# + Contaminant concentration in surface water {CW) is the RME EPC for samples taken from sufface waler at the
watercress fields. Dala are presented in Appendix M.

= Mean exposed skin surface area (SA) of a fanm worker is 2,100 t” (hands and forearms) {siiesspecific estimate
and EPA 1897e). All field workers were pbserved towear knee-high boots.

. -Chemicalgpecific dermal permeability constants (POsywere oblained from ERPA (18897e).
] Exposure ime (ET) is' 8 hoursfday (site-spedific estimate).

»  Ex¥posure frequency (EF)ia 250 days/vear, or 5 daysiwesk for 50 weeks/year (EPA 1891}
»  Exposure duration (ED) for 2 farm worker is 25 years (EPA 1981},

+ - Body welght (BW)of 2 farm workeris 71.8 kg (EPA 18870y

Averaging time (AT) is 25 years = 365 daysfysar for intake of 8 chemical when considering noncarcinogsnic effects, and
T0'years » 365 daysfyear for a chemical when cansidering sarcinegenic effects;

6.9
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Equation 6:3: Model for Estimating Intake for Utiliby Workers, Incidental ingestion of Chemicals in Soil,
Future Exposure and Land Use

CSxCF» IRx FIx EF x ED
Subchronic Daily Intake {mg (kg —day) =
BW x AT
Where:
e85 = gontaminant concentration insoll moka)
CF = gonversion factor (10°° kg/mg)
iR = jngestion rate (Kg/meal)
Fl = fraction ingested from contaminated source {unilless)
EF = gxposure frequency (mealsiyear)
B =g&xposure duration {yesrs)
BW = body weight (kg)
AT = averaging time (period over which exposure is averaged, in days)

Assumptions:

» . Contaminant concentration in soll (C8) isthe lesser of the 95% UCL of the anthmetic mean o the maxdmum
concentration, Data are presented in Appendix N

« . Soilingestion rate (IR) for g construction worker Is 480 ma/day is used (EPA-1891)

s - Fraction ingested (F1) from the contaminated source is 1.0(100%).

w - Exphsure frequency (EF) fora construction warker is 250 daysfyesr, or § daysiweek for 50 weeks/vedr{EPA 1681}
* Exposure-duration (ED) fora ulility worker 1s 5. days (sie-specific estimate).

»  Hodyweight of a ulility worker is 71.8 kg (EPA 1897}

= . -Averaging ime (AT)is (5 days+ 365 daysiyear) = 365 daysiyear for noncarcinogenic effects, and
70 years » 365 dayséfyear for carcinogenic effects.

6-11
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Ini the second step of a toxicity assessment, the EPA assigns a toxicity value to a chemical that
quantitatively defines the relationships between dose and response. This toxicity value is called the
slope factor. The EPA typically calculates slope factors for potential carcinogens with weight-of-
evidence classifications of A, B, and B.. Slape factors for chemicals in Class C are estimated on a
case-by-case basis.

For carcinogens, the EPA assumes that any level of exposure to a chemical with carcinogenic effects
poses a finite probability of generating a-carcinogeme response. -Consequently, in evaluating cancer
risks, a carciogenic effect threshold cannot be estimated,

The slope factor is an upper-bound estimate of the probability of a response per umt intake of a
chemical over a hifetime (1.e, risk per umt dose or risk per mg/kg per day). The EPA uses
mathematical models and procedures to extrapolate from carcinogenic responses observed at high
doses to responses expected at low doses. After the data are fit to the appropriate model, the upper
95th percent confidence limit of the slope of the resulting dose-response curve is calculated. This
value, the slope factor, 15 an upper 95th percent confidence limit of the probability of a response per
unit intake of a chemieal over a lifetime.

All slope factors used in the site-specific PRE were obtained from the EPA’s primary source of
toxicity values: the Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) database (EPA 1999a). These slope
factors have been venfied by the EPA Carcinogen Risk Assessment Verification Endeavor
{CRAVE) work group. Table 6-4 presents the following carcinogenic toxicity data for COPCs
evaluated in the site-specific PRE: the oral slope factor, the weight-of-evidence classification, the
type of cancer; and the source-of the carcinogenic toxicity data;

For PAHs, an oral slope factor is available only for benzo(a)pyrene, Therefore, this compound was
used ‘as a surrogate for all other PAH COPCs that are classified as B, carcinogens:
benzo(a)anthracene, benzo(b)fluoranthene, benzo(K)luoranthene, chrysene, dibenzo(a,h)anthracene,
and indeno(1,2,3-¢,d)pyrene. Because naphthalene has a weight-of-evidence classification of C
{possible human carcinogen; see Table 6-3), the slope factor for benzo(a)pyrene was not applied as a
surrogate for naphthalene;

The EPA has proposed the use of relative potency factors (RPFs) for assessment of risk from oral
exposure fo potentially carcinogenic PAHs. The RPFs give an estimated order of magnitude potency
compared to benzo(a)pyrene; an RPF has been assigned to the seven PAHs that are classified as B
carcinogens. The notes at the bottom of Table 6-4 list the RPFs that have been assigned to potentially
carcinogenic PAHs (EPA 1993a)}. The slope factors for the potentially carcinogenic PAHs presented
in the table have been modified using the appropriate RPFs,

Table 6-4: Toxicity Values: Polential Carcinogenic Effects (Oral)

Weight-of-

Slope Factor Evidence
Cherriical {mafkg-dayT" | Classification® + Type.of Cancer
Benzo{alanthracena 7.36-01" 8" Liver and lung {mousa)
Benzo(a)pyrene TAE+00" B Forestormnach, squamous cell papillomas, and carcinomas

{rhouse)
Benzo{bfluoranihiens 7.3E-01Y Bs® Lung, tharay, liver, skin{rat, mouse)
Benzo{k)fluoranihene 7.aE-g2" Ba* Lung: tharax (rat), liver,and lung (mouse)
BEHF 1AE-D2° By Hepatocellular carcinoma and adenoms (male mouse)
Butylbenzyiphthalate — o Mononudear cell lsukemia (female rals)
513
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Weight-of-
Slope Factor Evidence
Chemical {moikg-dayy’ | Classification ® + Type of Caricer
Carbon.disulfide — e This substance has not undergone a complete evaluation
and determination under EPA's IHIS program for evidence
of htiman carcindgenic potential. ®
Chrysene 7.38-03" B¢ Liver, lung tumors (mouse)
Dibenzo{a hjsnthracens 7.38+00% 8.0 Lung, skin {mouse)
1,2-DCA g4E-Q2° Bs Hemangiosarcomas {male ral)
Hexachloroberizene 1.BE+00" B, Hepatocellular carcinomas {female rat)
Indenol1,2.3cdipyrene i ey b B, Lung, thorax, skin {rat, mouse}
Lead - B,* Kidney frat.mouse)
Maphthalere o oF Inadequate data of carcinogenicity (humans); limited
evidence of carcinagenicily (animals)
makg-day = milligram per kilogram per day
s =nodata
The following are PAH relative potency factors (RPFs):
PAH RPF
Benzo(alanthracene 0.1
Benzo(alpyrehe 1.0
Benzoibifluoranthene o1
Benzolkfluoranthiene 0.01
Chrysene 0001
Dibenizofa hanibracene 1.0
Indeno(1,2,3-c.d)pyrens &1

 See Tabls 6-3 for definitions.
Bvalue was obtgiried by multiplying the oral slope factor for benzo(a)pyrene by a chemical-specific RPF (EPA 1893a).
“ Refrieved from IRIS database (EPA 199%9a).

Noncarcinogenic Toxicity Values. A reference dose (RfD) is the toxicity value most often used to
evaluate noncarcinogenic effects resulting from exposute to contaminants, A chronic RfD is defined
as an estimate (with uncertainty spanning an order of magnitude or greater) of a daily exposure level
for the human population, including sensitive subpopulations, that is unlikely to pose an appreciable
risk of deleterious effects during a lifetime. Chronic RfDs are generally used to evaluate potential
noncarcinogenic effects for an exposure period of 7 years to a lifetime (i.e., 70 years). For this risk
assessment, chronic RfDs were used to evaluate potential noncarcinogenic effects for current or
future farm workers, Subchronic RfD)s are used for receptor exposure of 2 weeks to 7 years;
subchronic RfDs were used fo evaluate potential noncarcinogenic effects for future utility workers.

For the oral RfD, the EPA examines all available animal and human toxicological studies for a
chemical following exposure by the oral route, If adequate human data are available, this information
is used. If adequate human data are not available, animal study data are used. If only animal study
data are available, the EPA selects the study on the most sensitive animal species as the critical study
for the basis of the RfD. The most sensitive species is that species showing a toxic effect at the
lowest administered dose.

Once the critical study and toxic effect have been selected, the EPA identifies the no-observed-
adverse-effect level (INOAEL) for the study, The NOAEL is the exposure level that represents the
highest level tested at which no adverse effects, including the critical effect, were demonstrated. In
some studies, only a lowest-observed-adverse-effect level (LOAEL) is available. The EPA may use
the LOAEL to determine the RfD, but this increases the uncertainty in the RfD value.

B-14
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The R is calculated from the NOAEL {or LOAEL if a NOAEL is unavailable) by application of
uncertamty factors (UFs) and a modifying factor (MF). UFs usually consist of multiples of 10. Each
UF represents a specific area of uncertainty that the EPA establishes in extrapolation from available
data. The following UFs are applied to the extrapolated data:

*  UF of 10 to account for variation in the general human population, This UF is intended to
protect sensitive subpopulations, such as the elderly or children.

* . UF of 1010 aceount for extrapolation from animal studies to himan studies

s UF of 10 to account for a KOAFEL that is derived from a subchronic rather than a chronic
study

*  UF of 10 fo account for the use of a LOAEL rather than a NOAEL

In addition to UFs, an MF ranging from greater than 0 to 10 is used to reflect a qualitative
professional assessment of additional uncertainties in the critical study selected and in the entire
database applicable to the crilieal study.

The EPA caleulates an RfD by dividing the NOAEL (or LOAEL if &« NOAEL is unavailable) by the
products of all UFs and the MF. RIDs are expressed in units of myg/kg per day. Most oral RfDs are
based on administered doses rather than absorbed doses.

The first source for RfDs used in the site-specific PRE was the EPA’s (1999a) IRIS database. If
RiDs were unavailable in IRIS, the EPA’s (1997d) Health Effects Assessment Summary Tables
{HEAST) was used. For sorme chemicals, information was not available i IRIS or HEAST, it a
footnote in HEAST directed users to contact the Superfund Health Risk Technical Support Center to
obtain provisional RiDs. For some chemicals without toxieity values {e.g., Zenitrophenol and PATs),
a surrogate chemical was used. If toxicity values were not available from any of the above sources,
but were presented in the EPA Region IX (1998) PRG table, then these toxicity values were used.

The following PAHs - were identified as COPCs: 2-methylnaphthalene, anthracene,
benzo(ajanthracene, benzo(a)pyrene, benzo(b)fluoranthene, benzo(gh,i)perylene, benzo(k)fluor-
anthene, chrysene, dibenzo(a h)anthracene, fluoranthene, indeno(1,2,3-c,d)pyrene, naphthalene,
phenanthrene, and pyrene. For the PAH chemical class, oral RfDs exist only for anthracene,
fluoranthene, naphthalene, and pyrene. The chronic and subchronic oral RfDs for naphthalene are the
lowest and, therefore, the most health protective toxicity values available, Therefore, the naphthalene
RiDs. were used as swrogates for the noncarcinogemic  PAHs lacking oral RiDs (ie
benzole h.Dpaviene, Z-methyinaphthalene, and phenanthrene).

Table 6-5 presents the following noncarcinogenic toxicity data for COPCs evaluated in the site-
specific PRE; the oral RID, the confidence level assigned to the RID by the EPA, the critical effect
selected by the EPA, the UF, the MF, and the source of the noncarcinogenic toxicity data. If
information was not available for a chemical and the data for an appropriate surrogate compound
could.not be identified, “no data” was indicated m the fables. Oral RiDs were not available for
1,2-DUCA, d-bromopheny! phenylether, and lead.
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Table 6-5: Toxicity Values: Potential Noncarcinogenic Effects (Oral)

Chronic Subchronic
R RFD Confidence Uncertainty . Modifying
Chemical {mg/kg-day) ¢ {mgkg-day) Level Critical Effects Factor Factor
Acetone 1E-01 % 1E+00 " Low Increasad liver and 1,000 1
kidney weights, and
nephrotoxicity {rat)
Anthracene 3E-01 2 2E+00" Low MNo-observed effecis 3000 1
{mouse)
Benzolalanthracens e p— o p— —_ —
Benzo{a)pyrene o i o S — e
Benzolbifluoranthene e s e e - -
Benzolg b hperylens 2E-02°F 28017 i e i e
Benzoi{k)luoranthens s - - J = —
BEHP 2E-02° 2E-02° Mediom Increased relative liver 1,000 3
weight {guinea pig)
4-Bromophenyl ot — o - i e
phenylether
2-Butanone BE=O1 # 2E+DD " Liow Decreased fetal birth 3,000 i
weight {rat}
Butvibenzylphthalate 2E-017 2E+00 7 Low Significantly increased 1,000 1
liverdo-body weight
and liver-to-birain
weight ratios (rat)
Carban disulfide TE=D1.7 1E<O1 " Medium Fetal toxicity/ 100 i
malformations {rabbit)
Chrysens ot e S F- i i
Disnsbutyiphihalate 1E=01° 1E+00 ° Low Increased mortality 1,000 1
{rat)
Di-n-potylphthalate 2E-02" 2ROz Y i Increased kidney and 1,000 1
liver weight, increased
serum glutamic-
oxaloacelic
transaminase {5G0OT)
and serum glutamate
pyruvate transaminase
(SGPTY activity {rat)
Dibenzol{a hlanthracens — it s s - i
1,200A o s — B — —
Diethyl phthalate 8E-01° BE+00" Low Decreased growth 1,000 1
rate, food
consumplion; and
altered organ weights
{rat)
Ethylbenzene 1£-01° $E-01" Low Liverand kidrey 1.000 1
toxicity (ral)
Flucranthene 4E-02 7 4E-01° Low Nephropathy, 3000 1
increased liver
welghts, hematalogical
alterations, and clinical
effects
Hexachlorobenzens BE-042 BE-D4 7 Medium Liver effects {rats) 100 1
Indeno(1,2.3-c.dipyrene e - — o — -
518
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Chionic Subchronic
RID RFLY Confidence Uncertainty | Modifving
Chemical {mo/kgday) | (molkg-day) Level Critical Effects Factor Facior
Lead s s e s e —
2-Methyinaphthalene 2E-02° 2E-p1 ¢ — - _— -
HNaphthalene 2E-p2° 2E-p1*® Low Decreased mean 3,000 1
terminal body weight
tmale rat)
Z-Nitropheriol B,2E-02% | B2E-02* - — e -
Phenanthrens PE-02 * 2E-01 ¢ - o s i
Phenol 6E-01° BE-01° Low Reduced fetal body 100 i
weight {rats)
Pyrens SE-p2® JE-01° Low Kitney effects 3000 i
{mouseé)
1,2 & Trimethyibenzene SE~(27 5E=02° e e — e
1,3, 6-Trimethylbenzens 5e-gg2* HE-02* e e = —
¥yvlenes, total ZE+O0 ? 4E-017 Kediom | Hyperactivity, 100 1
decreased body
weight, and increased
mortality {imale rat)
=nodata

° Retrieved from IRIS databass {(EPA 189%a)
 Retneved from HEAST {EEA 1997d),

® Chronic RfD for naphthialene was used.

? Subchronic RO for naphthalene was used.

S RID sgualto chronic RID.

| Retrieved from Superfund Technical Support Center,
¥ Retrieved from EPA Hegion 12X {1098 PRG tables,
 RID for 4-nitrophenc! was used.

Adjustment of Oral Toxicity Values to Dermal Toxicity Values. For dermal exposure, it is
sometimes necessary to adjust an oral toxicity value (i.e., RfD or slope factor) from an administered
to an absorbed dose. Thus, an estimated dermally absorbed dose can be appropriately compared with
a toxicity value that has been adjusted to a dermal toxicity value.

Oral RiDs or slope factors need to be adjusted for assessment of dermal exposure if the toxicity
value 1s based on an administered dose and if the gastrointestinal absorption of the chemical is less
than 50 percent (EPA 1997¢). If the chemical has a gastrointestinal absorption of at least 50 percent,
a default value of complete oral absorption (i.e., 100 percent) is assumed (EPA 1997¢). For all
COPCs at offsite investigation area, the gastrointestinal absorption is at least 50 percent. Therefore,
complete oral absorption was assumed and adjustment of oral toxicity values was not necessary.

The use of RPFs for assessment of risk from exposure to potentially carcinogenic PAHs should be
applied only to oral exposure (EPA 1993a). Therefore, the oral slope factors for the seven PAHs
classified as B; carcinogens (see Table 6-4) were not used for the assessment of dermal exposure to
those COPCs:

6.1.2.4 RISK CHARACTERIZATION

In estimating human health risk, the exposure assessment and the toxicity assessment are integrated
into quantitative and qualitative expressions of risk. To characterize risk of potential carcinogenic
effects, probabilities that a receptor will develop cancer over a lifetime of exposure are estimated
from projected chronic chemical-specific intake or absorbed dose, and chemical-specific slope
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* If the site-specific cumulative RME health risks are below an excess cancer risk of 1E-06
(point of departure) and an Hl of 1, and if there is no adverse ecological impact, then no
further action 18 recommended.

+ If the site-specific cumulative RME excess cancer nisk is between 1E-06 and 1E-04, then the
remedial investigation staff and risk assessors reconmumend the most cost-effective action at
the site. The Navy and risk managers decide whether or not to take action on the basis of site-
specific conditions, given the concurrence of EPA Region IX.

« [If the site-specific cumulative RME health risks slightly exceed the EPA trigger levels for
remediation (an RME excess cancer risk of 1E-04 and a segregated HI of 1) and there are no
1solated, impacted areas where a smal removal action could adequately reduce the health
risks at-the site; then the PRE team recommendsa baseline risk assessment. The costof
conducting a baselive risk assessment is compared to the cost of any proposed removal or
remedial action. This evaluation is based on professional judgment, and considers factors
such as site-specific exposure conditions, land uses, risk-driving COPCs {for example,

Class A carcinogens, neurotoxicants, or reproductive toxicants), and types of critical effects.

= If the site-specific cumulative RME risk values are so high above the trigger levels for
remediation (one order of magnitude or more) that no baseline risk assessment approach can
refine the nisk estimates to acceptable levels, then the Navy conducts a removal action if such
achionwotld not unreasonably fmpact site ecology.

In other cases, the Navy may determine that additional data are required to arrive at a more
conclusive Tisk assessment for the site because the site is not fully characterized, or more exposure
pathways need 1o be evaluated.

6.2  [uscussioN oF RESULTS
6.2.1 Screening PRE Resulis

Chemicals detected in-offsite soil-or sediment that -were incloded 1n-the human health PRE are
presenied m Table 6-2. Table 6-6 and Table 6-7 present the results of the residential screening PRE
using the methodolopy. discussed i Section 6.1.1. The tables present maxtmum and BME
cumulative excess cancer risk and the maximum and RME cumulative Hi. Excess cancer nisks and
H(Qs were not estimated for 4-bromophenyl-phenylether (detected in only one sample) because a
PRG is not available; this COPC is not included in the tables. Although PRGs are not directly
applicable to subsurface soil data, subsurface soil EPCs were conservatively compared to PRGs for
this risk assessment.

Beecause only the cumulative RME risk-and HI values are used in the Superfund decision-making
process, the following discussion focuses on RME values. The term risk drivers is used to refer to
COPCs wath risk exeeeding | E~06 or which contribute to an Hl greater than 1.
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8.2. 1.1 RESIDENTIAL LAND USE SCENARIO: CURRENT AND FUTURE RISk
TO RESIDENTS FROM EXPOSURE TO SURFACE SOIL-OR SEDIMENT.

For exposure to contaminants in offsite surface soil ar sediment, the cumulative RME excess cancer
risks is 1B-06 and the HI is 2E-03, as shown in Table 6-6. Both adult and child-exposures-are
addressed through use of the residential soil PRGs, The excess cancer risk does not significantly
exceed the point of departure risk value of 1E-06 at 1.15E-06, and is less than the trigger level for
remediation of 1E-04. The HI 1s less than the level of concem of 1. There are no carcinogenic or
noncarcinogenic tisk drivers. The lead RME EPC of 45.9 mg/kg is less than the residential PRG of
400 mg/kg. Offsite residential exposure to surface soil and sediment contaminants is considered
acceptable.

For-exposure to contaminants in-offsite-subsurface soil, thecumulative RME excess cancer tisk is
6E-07 and the HI is 9E-03, as shown in Table 6-7. The excess cancer risk is less than the point of
departure risk value of 1E-06, and the HI is less than the level of concern of 1. There are no
carcinogenic or noncareinogenic risk drivers. The RME EPC of lead (2.79 mg/kg) is less than the
residential PRG of 400 mg/kg. The RME EPC of TPH-gasoline (1.4 mg/kg) is less than the DOH
UST screening . guideline of 2,000 mg/ke (Tier 1 action level). Offsite residential. exposure to
subsurface soil contaminants is considered acceptable.

6.2.2 Site-Specific PRE Results

Results of the site-specific PRE for exposure of current and future receptors to contaminants in
ofisite surface -soil, sediment, subsurface soil, and surface water are-presented ‘below. The site-
specific PRE was conducted for the following pathways:

* Dermal contact with contaminants in offsite surface water by current and future farm workers

= . Ingestion of watercress by all identified receptors, i.e., farm workers, residents (adult and
child), and utility workers

= Inpestion of and dermal contact with contaminants in offsite soil (i.¢., surface soil, sediment,
and subsurface soil) by Rature utility workers,
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6.2.2.1 Farw WORKERS: CURRENT ANDFUTURE HISK
FROM FXPOSURE TO SURFACE WATER

Any chemical detected in offsite surface water at least once was considered a COPC, as shown in
Table 6-2. Risk and HI were estimated using RME EPCs and the intake model presented in Equation
6-1. Table 6-8 and Table 6-9 present the results of the site-specific PRE for farm workers exposed to
contaminants in the watercress fields (also see Appendix N, Table N-3). The site-specific RME
cumulative cancer risk (5E~11) is less than 1E-06. A slope factor was available for only one of the
ten carcinogenic COPCs in surface water, BEHP. The RME HI (3E-02) is less than the level of
concern of 1.

Table 6-8: Estimated Surface Water Cancer Risks for Farm Workers in the Offsite Investigation Area
{Reasonable Maximum Case, Dermal Absorption of Chemicals, Current and Future Land Use)

RME Slope Faclor Waelght of Chemical-Spedifiic

Chemical {mgikg-day}” {mgikg-dayy’ Evidence © Risk
SVOCs
Benzola)anthracene 9.44E-05 S B -
Benzo(alpyrene 1OTE-D4 e B: e
Benzo{b)fluoranthene 1:17E-04 i B, o
Benzo{igfluoranthens 103807 s B -
BEHP 3.48E-09 14E-02 B 4.98-11
Butylbenzylphthalate 2.06E-08 it C e
Chryseng 1.289E-04 - By e
Dibenzofa.hjanthracens 3:B6E-0B - B: s
indeno{1,2,3-c.dipyrene 1.30E-04 " B E—
inorganics
Lead 550E-07 | - | Ba =
Total Pathway Risk ' 5E-11

Note: Site COPCs not designated as carcinogens by EPAare not included.

- % o data

# See Appendix N, Tahle N-3.

* See Table 8-3 for definiions,
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B6.2.2.2 ALL RECEPTORS: CURRENT AND FUTURE RisK
FROM INGESTION OF WATERCRESS

Any chemical detected in surface soil/sediment at least onice was considered a COPC. Risk and HI
were estimated using the RME EPCs and the intake model presented in Equation 6-2. (Exposure
parameter values for ingestion of watercress were age-adjusted to reflect child as well as adult
exposures.) Table 6-10 and Table 6-11 present the results of the site-specific PRE for receptors wha
ingest watercress (also see Appendix N, Table N-4). The site-specific RME cimulative cancer risk
(3E~10) is less than 1E-06. The RME HI (3E-06) is less than the level of concemn of 1.

Table 6-10: Estimated Cancer Risks for All Receptors (Reasonable Maximum Case, Ingestion of
Watercress, Current and Future Land Use)

RME Slope Factor Weight of Chemical-Specific

Chemical tmafkgeday)® {matkg-dayy”’ Evidence® Risk
SVOCs
Benzo(ajanthracens . 2,75E~11 7.3E-01 B 2.0E~11
Benzo(alpyrene 173811 T.3E+00 Bz 1.3E-10
Benzoa{bfluoranthene 2.84E-11 73601 B 20811
Benzolkiluoranthens 2,28E-11 Toabe-02 B 1.7E-12
BEHP 2.318-13 1.4E-02 = 32E-15
Chrysene 4.50E-11 7.3E-03 B 3.3E-~13
Dibenzola,hjanthracens 1.35E-11 7.3E+00 B 9.59E-11
indeno(1,2,3-cdipyrene 1.55E-11 7.3E-01 Bs 1AE~11
Inorganics
Lead L ta2E07 — B, -
Total Pathway Risk ‘ 310

Note: Site COPGCs not designaled as carcinogens by EPA are not included,

— =nodata

*Bee Appendix N, Table N-4.

® Ses Table 63 for definitions.
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6.2.2.3 Uttty WORKERS: FUTURE RISK FROM EXPOSURE TOSOIL

Utility workers could contact surface soil, sediment, and subsurface soil. Consequently, data
collected from all sampled depths were combined to determine EPCs because these data are
considered representative of soil contacted by utility workers. Any chemical detected at least once
was considered a COPC. Risk and HI were estimated using the maximum and RME EPCs and the
intake models presented in Equation 6-3 and Equation 6-4. Table 6-12 through Table 6-15 present
the results of the site-specific PRE for future utility workers (see also Appendix N, Tables N-5 and
N-6). The RME cumulative cancer risk (9E—10) is less than 1E-06. The RME HI (3E-04) is less
than the level of concemn of 1.

Table 6-12: Estimated Cancer Risks for Utility Workers in the Offsite Investigation Area {Reasdnable
Maximum Case, ingestion of Chemicals in Soil, Future Land Use)

RME Slope Factor Weightof Chemical-Specific

Chemical (rmglkg-day) * {mg/kg-day)™” Evidence ™ Risk :
YOCs
Carbon disulfide 1.50E-11 s — —
1,2-DCA 4.928-11 SAE-02 B 4812
SVOCs
Benzo(ajanthracene 549E~11 7.38-01 Bz 4B-11
Benzo(alpyrene 8.54E-11 7:3e400 B 5E-10
Benzo(b)fivoranthene 1.07E-10 7.3E-01 B 8E—11
Benzo{kiivoranthene 8.83E-11 7.3E-02 8 BE-12
Bis-{2-sthythexyliphthalate 9.E3E~11 1AE-02 8 1E-12
Cheysene 946611 7.3E-03 Ba TE-13
Diverzo(a hjanthvacene 2:.048E~11 7.3E400 B 2E-10
Hexachlorobenzene 3.68E-11 1.6E+00 By BE-11
Jrdeno(1,2,3:c.d)pyrene 1.03E-10 T.3E-01 B, 8E-11
Maphihalene 1.33E-11 e 104 o
Inarganics
Lead | 128E-08 | — B. =
Total Pathway Risk SE-10

Mote: Site COPCs not designated as carciniogans by EPA are not included.

== =no dala

# See Appendix N, Table N-5,

® See Table 6-3 for definitions.
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Table 6-14: Estimated HQs for Utility Workers in the Offsite Investigation Area {Reasonable Maximum

Case, Ingestion of Chemicals In Soil, Future Land Use)

Reasonable Maximum

Reference Dose (mglkg-

Chemical Exposure (mgfkg-dayl”® N Hazard Quotient
VOCs

Acelone ; 7.75E-07 1E+00 8E-O7
2-Butanone 1.00E-07 ZE+00 5E-08
Carbon disulfide 7.B8E-D8 1E-01 BE-O7
1,2-DCA 2.59E-07 - —
Ethylbenzene 1.A8E-07 1E-01 1E-06
1.2, 4-Trimethwlbenzens 1.04E-07 SE-02 2E-06
1,3.5-Trimethylbenzene 1.05E-07 SE~02 2E-08
Xylenes, total 1.24E-07 4E-01 JE-07
SVOCs

Anthracene 8.02E-08 3E+00 3e-08
Benzolajanihracene 2.81E-07 i —
Benzo(a)pyranie 3.34E-07 _— .
Benzo(buoranthene 548E-07 - i
Benzolgh.perylens 7. 73607 2E-01 4E-086
Benzok)fiucranthene 4 41E-07 e s
Bis-(2-sthyihewyliphthalate 4. 9207 2E-02 205
4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 1.32E-06 — e
Chrysene 4.68E-07 — e
Di-n-butylphthalate 4.08E-07 1E+00 4E-07
Dibenzo(a hanthracene 1.40E-D7 s _—
Disthylphthalate 2.76E=07 BE+00 3E-08
Fluoranthene 5.628-07 4E-01 1E=086
Hexachlorobenzene 1.88E=-07 BE-D4 2E-04
Indeno{1,2,3-c.djpyrene 5.2BE-07 - —
2-Methylnaphthalene 2.83E-07 2E-01 1E~06
Maphthalene 6.79E-08 2E~01 3E-07
2-Nitraphenol 1.03E-07 GE~-02 2E-0B
Phenanthrena 140807 2801 7E-07
Phenol 4.098-07 BE=01 TE-OT
Pyreng 4. 41E-07 3E-01 1E-08
Inorganics

Lead §.58E-05 e i
Total Pathway Hazard Index 3E-04

= =no data
? See Appendix M, Table N5,
" See Table 6-3 for definitions,
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6.2.3  Uncertainly Analysis
6.2.3.1 UNCERTAINTIES IN EXPOSURE ASSESSMENT

Uncertainty in the exposure assessment is a function of the completeness of site data, accuracy of
EPCs, assumptions that simplify and approximate actual current or future site conditions, and
professional judement used in developing and evaluating various parameters. Each of these elements
of unceriainty is desernibed below.

It was assumed in the exposure assessment that chemical concentrations in site soil, sediment, or
surface water would remain constant and that the transport mechanisms would operate at a steady
state. This means that contaminant levels will not decrease due to the exhanstion of the contarminant
sources or reach higher concentrations over the assumed exposure periods. One result of this
assumption may be-overestimation of future EPCy near sowrce areas, because contaminant sources
would likely decrease over time due to transport and fate mechanisms, such as wugration, photo-
oxidation, and biodegradation,

An- assumption: made in the exposure assessment is that chemicals of coneern are uniformly
distributed over the defined area, thus resulting in g uniform exposure level, Chemical analytical data
were obtained from a biased sampling program; sampling locations were generally selected on the
basis of where contaminants were expected to be present. Sampling zones hkely to be fiee of
contamination received: less: imvestigation. This type of sampling seheme tends to overestimate a
site’s overall chemical coneentration distribution and resultant exposure and risk values.

Ii should ‘be noted that the surface water EPCs are based on data from a single surface water sample
{(W-06). This sample was collected from a drainage channel, not from the watercress fields.
Therefore, it is not representative of concentrations likely to be contacted frequently by farm
waorkers;

Use of the Hestatistic to calculate the 95 percent UCL of the arithmetic mean concentrations of
COPCs tends to overestimate EPCs. However, this statistical approach is conservative and
appropriate for the screeming PRE.

Exposure scenarios and health protective exposure factors presented in this risk assessment are
generally conservative and overestimate rather than underestimate exposure, It is assumed that
human exposure remains constant over the lifetime of an individual. In fact, lifestyle changes due fo
age and actual residence time will alter the projected exposure durations. Movement of individuals in
and out of the potentially exposed community also affects exposure duration.

The utility worker exposure ‘scenario is considered very conservative because subsurface soil data
from depths as great as 32 feet bgs were used. It is unlikely that any utility worker would work at
these depths. However, because chemicals related to the MOGAS release are more likely to be
encountered within the deeper subsurface soils than within the 0-5 foot depth interval, the site-
specific PRE included the deeper subsurface soil data.

6.2.3.2 UNCERTAINTIES IN TOXICITY ASSESSMENT

Slope factors developed by the EPA are generally conservative, and represent the upper bound limit
(1.e., upper 95th percent confidence limit) of the probability of a cancer response. Thus, the actual
carcinogenic risk due to exposure to selected chemicals is likely to be lower than the estimated risk.

RiDs developed by the EPA are generally considered to have uncertainty spanning an order of
magnitude or more, Consequently, total HIs for human receptors may be estimated high or low by an
order of magnitude or more. The EPA reports a “level of confidence” for each RID. Low confidence
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hazard indices are all below 1 (the HI level of concern). Therefore, no risk drivers were identified in
the human health PRE,

Table 6-16: Total Human Receplor Cancer Risks and Hazard Indexes

Reasonable Chermicals

Receplor/Source Magirrium Case Maximum Case Receptor at Risk?? Contributing to Risk

CANCER RISKS
Current and Future Farm Workers
Surface water nia . 5E-~11 ' Mo nta
Current and Future Residents
Surface soil and sediment 2E-08 1E-06 No nfa
Subsurface soil GE-OT BE-U7 Mo n'a
Current and Fulture Receptors (All) -
Ingestion of walercress r/a f JE-10 * No % nla
Future Utillity Workers . ‘ h
All soil and sediment nia ! 9E-10 No | nia

HAZARD INDEXES

Current and Future Farm Workers

Surface water 5 nfa 3E-02 Mo nia
Current and Future Residenis

Surface soil and sediment 3E-03 2E-03 No nfa
Subsurface soil 4E-02 SE-03 No nfa

Current and Future Receptors {all)

Ingestion of walercress n/a 3E-08 | No nia
Future Utility Workers
All soil and sediment nia 3E-04 | No § nia

nfa =not applicable; the maximum case risk and Hi were calculated only fa} residents. Where no receptors were at fisk, there
were no chemicals contribuling to risk.
* For cancer Ask, > 1E=~08; for hazard index, Hl >1
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7. ECOLOGICAL RISK ASSESSMENT

The ecological risk assessment (ERA) conducted for the Phase II RI is intended to supplement the
screening ecological risk assessment presented in the Phase 1 RI Due to the lack of offsite wells and
surface water and sediment sampling downgradient from the EJFDF in the Phase 1 RI, there was
unacceptable uncertainty in the potential for exposure of wildlife (including the federally endangered
Hawaii black-necked stilt) to site contaminants in the agriculiural wetlands. The wetland area 1s
located south of the site between the south property boundary and the shoreline of Pearl Harbor
Middle Loch. The intent of this Tier 2 ecological risk assessment was to assess risks to the
environment associated with exposure to chemicals that may have migrated from the EJFDF to the
offsite watercress farm area, However, Phase Il RI findings indicate that the risk drivers detected in
the offsite area (lead and PAHS) are not related to the EJFDF MOGAS release. The ERA focused on
potential risks to ecological receptors that inhabit or utilize the wetland and upland habitats in the
watercress farm area. Based on the risk estimates, uncertainty, and consideration of the
bioavailability of PAHs detected off site, risk to ecological receptors in the offsite area downgradient
of the EJFDF is considered acceptable.

The ERA conducted for the Phase [ RI assessed environmental risks associated with exposure to
chemicals detected within the boundaries of the EJFDF (Ogden 1996). Chemicals of potential
ecological concern (COPECs) and potential ecological receptors were identified during the Phase I
RI. An ERA was then conducted to identify complete or potentially complete exposure pathways and
to assess risks to ecological receptors, both on site and in the offsite agricultural wetlands arca
(watercress fields). The surface soils did not contain COPECs at concentrations high enough to
present a risk to-onsite terrestrial receptors.

Although there was no solid evidence that groundwater from beneath the site (caprock water-bearing
zone) discharged into the terraced watercress fields and associated wetlands, modeling of COPEC
transport to ecological receptors in the agricultural wetlands showed that risk to wetland species
from potential COPEC exposure was acceptable. Because the watercress fields are continually
flooded by the flow of water from artesian wells installed in the confined basal aquifer, 1t was
impossible to determine whether the caprock water-bearing zone discharges into the watercress
fields without measurements from nearby wells installed in the caprock water-bearing zone. One of
the objectives of the Phase TI RI offsite investigation was to install offsite wells to establish the
groundwater elevations in the agriculbural wetland area and collect subsurface soil and groundwater
samples for chemical analysis. The analytical results were used to assess the potential presence of
site-related COPECs m the offsite caprock groundwater. Hydrogeological evidence from the wells
was used to evaluate the potential for caprock ground water to discharge into the watercress fields or
the tidal ditches that drain excess water flow from the fields.

The Phase I RI ERA concluded that COPECs detected in the caprock groundwater may be
fransported to the marine environment in the Middle Loch of Pearl Harbor. However, natural
attenuation along the groundwater flow path and dilution that occurs when the groundwater is
discharged to Middle Loch will tend to minimize risk to ecological receptors. Fhase I RT ERA risk
estimates indicated minimal potential for adverse effects to either marine invertebrates or shorebirds,
even if it is assumed that COPECs in caprock groundwater are diluted only after they enter Middlc
Loch.

The Phase I RI ERA was condueted in 1995 and 1996 using guidelines then in effect. This Phase [T
RI ERA was conducted in accordance with current national guidance for evaluating ecological risks
at hazardous waste sites, According to the latest EPA (1997a) guidance, ecological risk assessment 15
an eight-step process (see Figure 7-1). Steps 1 and 2 in this process constitute a screening ecological
risk assessment (SERA). Steps 3 through 7 constitute guidance for conducting a baseline ERA
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Step 1. Screening Level -
+  Site Visit Risk Assessor
«  Problem Formulation and f‘f;;é:?gﬁf
+  Toxicity Evaluation g

Step 2: Screening Level
»  Exposure Estimate

+ Risk Calculation m—— R g

Step 3: Problem Formulation

Complle Existing
information

Toxicity

Evatuation j
m— Assessment Congeptual
Endpoints Modsl Exposure ¢
: i Pathways
Questions/
Hypothases G

Step 4: Study Design-and DQO Process
= . Lines of Bvidence

* Measurement Endpoints
el SMDP
= “Work Plan and Sampling and Analysis Plan

Data Collection

Step 5: Verification

of Field Sampling Design —— % SMDF

Step 6: Site Investigation and
Data Analysis

—— SMDP

Step 7: Risk Characterization

Step 8: Risk Management

Key:
DAO - - Data Quality Objective
SMDP- - BdentifictManagement: Decision Point

Figure 7-1
Eight=Step Ecological Risk Assessment Process for Superfund
Phase I RI
Ewa Junction Fuel Drumming Facility
Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Hawalii

AR00029983



Navy Ecological Risk Assessment Tiered Approach

RPM Input and Risk Management Consideration3

Step 8. Risk Management

Tier 1. Screening Risk Assessment (SRA): Identify pathways and

compare exposure point concenirations {o bench marks.

Step 10 Site visil, Pathway Identification/Probless
Formulation; Toxicity Evaluation

Lo Step 2; Exposure Estimate; Risk Calculation (SMDPY

Proceed to Exit Criteria for SRA —T

continuing the ecological risk assessment.

cleanup of moves to the second tier, ~—

Exit Criterisg for the Screening Risk Assessmient: Decision for existing or

1) Sile passes screening risk gssessment: A determination is made that the site
poses acceptable risk-and shall be closed our to ecological concerns.

2} Slte fails screening risk assessment.. The site musthave both complete
pathway and unacceplablerisk, As a result the site will either have anintedm

b4
Tier 2, Baseline Ecological Risk Assessment (BERA}:
Detailed assessment of exposure and hazard to “assessment
endpoints” (ecological qualities 1o be protected). Develop site
specific values that are protective of the environment.

Step 3a; Refinement of Conservative Exposurse Assumptions?

Step-38: Problem Formulation = Toxicity Evalualion;

{SRA)---- Proceed to Exit Criteria for Step 33~ —————1—¥

Assessment Endpoints: Conceptual Model; B |
Rigk Hypothesis (SMDF)

Step 4: Study Design/DQO - Lines of Evidence; Measurement
Endpoints; Work Plan and Sampling & Analysis Plan (SMDP)

Step &: Verification of Field Samipling Design (SMDF)
Step & Site Investigation dnd Data Analysis [SMDF]
Step 7: Risk Characterization

Exi Criteria Step 3a Refinamant

1} M re-evaluation of the conservative
exposure assumptions (SRA) support
aracceplable risk determination then
the site exits the scological sk
assessment process.

2} I re-pvaluation.of the conservative
exposure assumptions (SRA) do not
support an acceptable rsgk
determination then the sile continues
irithe Baseline Ecological Risk
Assessment process, Proceed to
Btep 3b.

Proceed to Exit Criteria for BERA ‘—l

Exit Criteria Baseline Risk Assessment

remediation from an ecological perspective is warranted.,

third tier.

1} the site poses acceplable risk then no further evaluation-and no

2) i the site poses unacceptable ecological risk and additional evaluation inthe
form of remedy development and evaluation is appropriate, proceed o

v

Tier 3. Evaluation of Remedial Alfernative (RAGs C)

a. Develop site specific risk based cleanup values.

B. Qualitatively evaluate risk posed to the environment by implementation of each
alternative (short term) impacts and estimate risk reduction provided by each tlong-term)
impacts; provide guantitative evaluation where appropriate. Weigh alternative using the
remaining CERCLA 8 bBEvalugtion Criteria. Plan for monitoring and sits ¢lossout,

Motes: 1) See EPA's B Steps ERA Frocess for requirements for each Scientific Management Decision Point (SMDPF).

2} Refinernent includes but is not imited to background, bioavailability, detection frequenay. Elc

3) Risk Management is incorporated throughout the tlered approach.

Figure 7-2

U.8, Navy Ecological Risk Assessment Tiered Approach

EJFOF Phase I'RI
Pearl Harbor, ODahu, Hawsali
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7.1 SUPPLEMENTAL TIER 1« BCREENING ERA
FORTHE DOWNGRADIENT OFFSITE AREA

New information collected in the offsite area in this Phase 11 RI was screened using the Navy Tier 1
methodology. The results of the Phase II RI SERA were evaluated further in the context of the Phase
1 Riresults, where the refined vnderstanding of offsite exposure was incorporated into the resulis of
the on-site investigation.

741  Screening-Level Problem Formulation

Step 1 is divided into several parts that help define the problem at the screening level.

7111 ECOLOGICAL SETTING

During the site reconnaissance conducted during 8—10 June 1998, vegetative communities were
characterized, lists of plants and animals present (or likely to be present) in the area were prepared,
and flow patterns of surface water through the wetland complex were mapped (see Figure 3-1). The
ecological setting 1s more completely described in Section 3; biological resources and species and
habitats of special concern are presented in Section 3.5,

Onsite and offsite vegetative communities can clearly be distinguished:

Onsite Vegetation. The site supports & vegetation community described as coastal dry koa haole
shrubland with dry mixed vegetation, Impenetrable thickets of the invasive shrub koa haole
(Leucaena leucocephala) cover most of the site. The principle serub understory species is California
grass (Brachiaria mutica). Tree kiawe (Prosopis pallida) occurs at higher elevations near the UST
locations, and the area around the main fuel drumming facilities is dominated by California grass,
swollen fingergrass (Chloris barbata); sourgrass (Digitaria insularis), partridge pea (Chamaecrista
nictitans), Chinese violet (dsystasia gangetica), *vhaloa (Waltheria indica), golden crown-beard
(Verbesina encelioides), and Mexican creeper (4ntigonon leptopus).

Offsite Vegetation. The ecological survey for the 1998 Phase I RI concentrated on the
agricultural/wetlands complex downgradient of the EJFDF. The following offsite plant communities
were identified during the survey:

» Coastal dry koa haole shrub

* Dnsturbed emergent wetland

= Littoral mangrove swamp

* Apgricultural wetlands

* Ruderal plant community
Coastal Dry Koa Haole Shrub. An upland area directly south of the EJFDF site between the
renovated stormwater management pond and the Sasaki farm has developed a vegetative community

similar to that found on the EJFDF site. Small portions of this area have been cleared for upland
farming.

Disturbed Emergent Wetland. The former marshland and adjacent uplands have been dramatically
altered by excavation of ponds and drainage ditches and construction of flooded watercress fields.
The dominant vegetation in the wetlands is torpedo grass (Panmicum repens), Bermuda grass
(Cynodon dactylon), and California grass (Brachiaria murica) with vegetation such as cattails (Typha
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angustata), parrot’s feather (Myriophyllum brasiliense), water lilies (Nymphaea sp.) dominating the
ponds.,

Littoral Mangrove Swamp. The shore of Middle Loch in the western part of the investigation area is
a gravel beach with scattered littoral vegetation, dominated by mangrove (Rhizophora apiculata) in
the zone of normal tidal influence and milo (Thespesia populnea) at elevations above the mangroves.

Agricultural Wetlands. The agricultural wetlands were developed by excavating areas formerly
occupied by natural wetlands. Higher value crops such as taro (Colocasia esculenta) and watercress
(Nasturtium microphyllum) replaced rice as the primary crop when inexpensive rice became
available from California. Currently, the major crop is watercress, which is grown in leveled, diked
paddies. The paddies are flooded by contirual flow from artesian wells screened within the confined
basal aguifer. Water from the wells flows through the paddies and drains into a tidal ditch connected
to Pearl Harbor,

Ruderal Plant Community. Several areas have been cleared for roadways, farmyards, and general
aceess. A mixture of early successional grasses and weedy species has imvaded these sites to varying
degrees. Omamental trees and shrubs are planted near both occupied and unoccupied residences.

7412 ApENTIFICATION OF COFECS

Chemicals of potential ecological concern (COPECS) for this Tier 1 SERA were selected from
chemicals detected in offsite surface soil (06 inches bgs), surface water, and sediment (surface
media). Surface media samples were collected and analyzed for lead and organic chemicals because
the site was a fuel facility where leaded gasoline was stored and transferred to drums. Validated data
were used to 1dentify COPECs.

Total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH)-gasoline range and TPH-diesel range data were collected but
not included in the evaluation. However, potentially toxic hydrocarbons, such as BTEX and PAHs,
were included in the evaluation. Soil data were segregated into surface soil data (0-6 inches bgs) and
subsurface soil data (> 6 inches bgs). Subsurface soil data greater than 6 inches bgs were not used in
the SERA because deeper soils are anoxic and most plant roots and benthic invertebrates do not
penetrate below this depth. Subsurface soil analytical results were not used in the SERA. Sediment
and surface water were also sampled and analyzed for lead and organic contaminants.

All analytical data were validated as described in Section 4.5. Any valid chemical detected at a
sampling location within an ecologically significant portion of an environmental medium (i.e.,
surface soil, sediment, or surface water at depths of 6 inches of less) was considered a preliminary
COPEC for that sampling location. Several mercury data were rejected because of matrix
interference.

COPECs carried through the SERA are listed in Table 7-1,
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Table 7-1; COPECs in Surface Soil, SBediment, and Surface Water
Surface Soll COPECs Sediment COPECs Surface Waler COPECs
Inorganics
Lead | Lead Lead
Organics
Anthracens Bcstane Benzolalanthracens
Benzo{ajanthracens Anthracens Benza(ajpyrena
Benzolajpyrene Benzol{ajanthracens Benzolb¥iuoranthens
Benzo(biflugranihene Benzo(alpyrens Benzofg b liperviene
Benzo{gh.iipervlene Benzo(bifluoranthene Benzotk)fivoranthena
Benzo(kifivoranthene Benzolg.hijperylens BEHP
BEHP Benzo(k)flucranthens Butylbenzyiphthalate
Chrysene BEHP Chrysene

Dibenzola hjanthracene
Flupranthene
Indenof1,2,3-cdipyrene
Phenanthrene

Pyreng

4-Bromophenyi-phenylether
2-Butanone

Carbon glsulfide
Chrysene

Dibenzo(a hanthracene
Diethyiphthalate
Flugranthens
Indeno(1,2,3-cdlpyrens
Phenanthrene

Phenol

Pyrene

Dibenzala hjanthracenes
Di-n-ogtyiphthalate
Flugranihene

Indeno(1,2, 3cdjpyrens
2-Nitrophenol
Phenanthrensa

Pyrene

7.1.1.3 ASSESSMENT ENDPOINTS

According to EPA (1997a) guidance, assessment endpoints for a SERA are any adverse effects on
ecological receptors. Ecological receptors are defined as plant and animal populations, commumnities,
habitats, or sensitive environments. The specific assessment endpoints for this SERA include the

following:

= Protection of benthic invertebrates as a food source for local fish and wildlife

« Protection and maintenance {survival, growth, and reproduction) of aquatic life (i.e., fish,
tadpoles, aguatic invertebrates)

= Protection and miaintenance {survival, growth, and reproduction).of local omuivoreus birds

= Protection and mamtenance {survival, growth, and reproduction) of local onmivorous

mhanmidls

+  Protection of individual theeatened and endangered species (black-necked sult)

With the exception of the endangered species endpoint, the endpoints listed above are population-
level endpoints (as opposed to community- or ecosystem-level assessment endpoints). Endangered
species are protected as individuals. Note that changes in abundance of ecologically significant
species at the population level will undoubtedly have effects at higher organizational levels.
Therefore, these assessments endpoints should be a good indicator of overall ecological health or

harm.

7-8
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7104 MEASUREMENT ENDROINTS

Measurement endpoints provide the actual measurements used to evaluate ecological risk; they are
selected to represent mechanisms of toxicity and exposure pathways related to representative species.
Measurement endpoints were identified as adverse effects on the survival, reproduction, or
development of a representative species (or its surrogate) caused by exposure to COPECs,
Measurement endpoints generally include measured or modeled concentrations of chemicals-in
water, sediment, soil, fish, birds, and/or mammals; laboratory toxicity studies; and field observations.
Any adverse physiological effect on a plant species was considered in choosing a plant endpoint.
Reproductive effects on plants were not the only measure; many physiological effects in plants {e.g.,
chlorosis) may cause a reduction in habitat value for animal species and thus cause adverse
ecological effects.

The measurement endpoints identified for this SERA are as follows:

» Exceedance of guidelines for concentrations of COPECs in surface water that are protective
of aquatic life as defined by the EPA Office of Water

* Exceedance of guidelines for concentrations of COPECs in sediments that are protective of
benthic organisms as defined in the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Admimstration
(NOAA) Status and Trends Program

= Measured or modeled COPEC chronic intake concentrations or body burdens in
representative species to determine exceedance of effect-level thresholds based on TRVs

Final assessment and measurement endpoints are simmarized in Table 7-2,

7.1.1.5 REPRESENTATIVE SPECIES

Many species have been identified from the EJFDF and the adjoining offsite wetland/agricultural
area. Several species were selected to represent the entire flora and fauna of the area. In selecting
representative species, the following ecological and species characteristics that influence exposure
were considered:

* Ecological Importance. This includes those species that affect the structure and function of
existing habitats, communities, or ecosystems (e.g., key members of the local food web). The
representative species should be major intermediate components in the food web: if a
population of a pivotal species is disrupted, there could be consequences throughout the food
web, resulting inan ecosystenm balance disruption,

= Body Size. Species of small body size are preferred, because they are likely to be more
affected by a given exposure. Due to their higher metabolic demands, small species tend to
eat more food per unit body weight per day than do larger animals.

»  Site-Use Area. Species with small foraging areas or home ranges are likely to be affected by
contamination at a site more than species with large foraging areas because a higher
percentage of foraging may occur in contaminated areas.

=10
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*  Feeding Guild. Certain methods of finding, processing, and consuming food present a higher
risk of exposure than do others. For example, the downy woodpecker forages beneath bark on
standing trees, whereas the rufous-sided towhee forages on the ground, where it 15 more likely
to contact soil contaminants.

= Diet. Species with a specialized diet are likely to be more affected by a given contaminant
exposure pathway and by changes in food species density because they have fewer food
alternatives.

» _Fecundity. Species having small litter or egg clutch sizes and fewer htters or clutches per
year are likely to be impacted by adverse effects on reproductive success more than species
that produce large numbers of offspring.

* Resident or Nesting Species, Resident or nesting species may spend more time in the
contaminated area per vear than non-resident species, Therefore, resident species are more
likely to be affected by contamination at the site.

After consideration of all of the exposure-related factors and species identified at the site, two plant
and three animal species were selected as representative terrestrial species of concern (see Table
7-3). Selection was based largely on the ecological importance of the species and their potential for
exposure to site surface soil and sediment contamination. It is assumed that the assessment of risk to
these maximally exposed species will represent risk to the entire ecosystem, thus protecting all
species subject to lower exposures.

Table 7-3: Summary of Potential Representative Species

Common Name Scientific Mame Justification (Critical Ecosystern Role)
Plants
Roa haole Leucaena lsucocephals Food and shelter
Watercress Nasturtium microphylium Foot chain species
Animals
House mouse Mus musculus Herbivorous prey
Naorthern cardinal Cardinalis cardinalts Ominivore
Black-necked stilt Himantopus mexicanus Knudseni Predalor with some plants
Aquatic and benthic life {various) n/a Food chain species
nia not applicable

These species were selected for the following reasons:

* Koa haole tree (Leucaena leucocephala) provides cover and food for small upland rmammals
and granivorous birds.

*  Watercress (Nasturtium microphyllum) provides food for humans, herbivorous small
mammals, and omnivorous birds of the wetlands.

+ The house mouse (Mus musculus) is one of the smallest herbivores commonly found in areas
with suitable habitat within the site. It is also a common prey species for nocturnal and
crepuscular predators that may hunt at the facility. House mice are active year-round and may
forage on the grassy areas, where they are exposed to surface soil. An ecological profile of
this species is presented in Appendix O.2. House mice are considered similar to deer mice in
foraging habits, eating both seeds and invertebrates, with approximately 2 percent of their
daily oral intake as soil (EPA 1993b). The majority of free-water needs are met through food

12
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intake. House mice are small (11-22 grams; Burt and Grossenheider 1980), resident rodents
with a small home range assumed to be similar to that of deer mice (0.058-0.062 hectare;
Wolff 1983). This allows for an assumption of maximal exposure to COPECs at each site.

The northern cardinal (Cardinalis cardinalis) is a small-sized (45 grams) bird commonly
found at the site. Its diet comprises a majority of plant material and a minority of animal
material. This omnivorous feeding habit allows it to represent both herbivore and predator
exposure pathways in the exposure model. An ecological profile with further life history data
for the northern cardinal 1s presented in Appendix 0.2

The black-necked stilt (Himaniopus mexicanus knudseni) is a medium-sized (200 grams)
wading bird found near the site. It is listed as endangered by both the State of Hawaii and the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USEWS). Iis diet consists almost entirely of animal material
(e.g., aquatic organisms, worms, and snails), with a minimum of vegetable matter, This
carnivorous feeding habit allows it to represent a predator exposure pathway. An ecological
profile with further life history data for the black-necked stilt is presented in Appendix 0.2,

Freshwater aquatie life, as defined by EPA Office of Water for the development of ambient
water quality criteria, were selected for assessing risk from potentially contaminated surface
water in the wetlands. The benthic community, as defined by NOAA in their Status and
Trends Program, was selected as the assessment endpoint for contaminated sediment.

7.1.2 Exposure Pathway Analysis

Exposure pathways differ in importance from species to species and from site to site. For example,
sites with minimum habitat value may be used by a large number of ecologically significant species
that tolerate human disturbance of natural habitats. The representative species selected for
assessment endpoints (koa haole, watercress, house mouse, northern cardinal, and black-necked stilf)
reflect the varied habitats at the site:

The major terresirial pathways chosen for analysis in this ecological rigk assessment are as follows:

-

&

L

Uptake of COPECs from surface soil by vegetation (koa haole)
Ingestion of contaminated soil by animals (house mouse and cardinal)
Ingestion of contaminated plants by animals (house mouse and cardinal)

Ingestion of contaminated soil invertebrates by predators (house mouse and cardinal)

The major wetland pathways chosen for analysis in this ecological risk assessment are as follows:

Uptake of COPECs from surface sediment by vegetation (watercress)
Uptake of COPECs from surface water by aguatic organisms

Uptake of COPECs from sediment by benthic organisms

Ingestion of contaminated sediment by individual black-necked siilts
Ingestion of contaminated plants by individual black-necked stilts

Inpestion of contaminated agquatic organisms by individual black-necked stilts

The pnmary exposure pathways for both plant and animal receptors are associated with
contarmnated soil in the upland areas, and with contaminated surface water and sediment in the
wetland areas. The other major exposure pathway is ingestion of contaminated food by animals.

713
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exposure cannot be separated. Therefore, the combined accumulation of body burden is atiributed to
iiuptake.S}

Intake of COPECs in Surface Water by Aquatic Bivds: Water to Animal. Ingestion of surface
water by the black-necked stilt may occur intentionally or accidentally when eating food.

Intake of COPECs in Surface Water Resulting from Consumption of Aquatic Life by Aquatic
Birds: Water to Aquatic Invertebrates to Black-Necked Srilt. Animals such as the black-necked stilt
may consume aquatic organisms such as shrimp, tadpoles, or insects (which take up contaminants
from surface water) as a significant part of their diet.

Uptake of COPECs in Sediment by Benthic Organisms: Sediment to Animal. Benthic organisms
such as snails can take up contammants from sediment through the integument. They also may ingest
sediment and defritus to extract its organic content. The two methods of exposure cannot be
separated. Therefore, the combined acecumulation of body burden 15 attributed to “uptake.”

Uptake of COPECs in Sediment by Plants: Sediment fo Plant. A major route of exposure to
sediment contaminants in aquatic plants is via plant root uptake. Watercress may be exposed via this
route,

Uptake of COPECs in Soil by Plants: Seil to Plant. The major route of exposure to soil
contaminants in plants is via plant root uptake. Approximately 99 percent of the root system of most
plants occurs in the top 2 feet of soil, and almost all nutrient and contaminant uptake occurs in the
top 3 feet of soil (Perry 1984). Most of the absorptive surface of roots (root hairs) is found near the
ground surface. This is especially true of wetland species, which are shallow rooted to avoid anoxic
conditions in subsurface sediments. Koa haole and other terrestrial site species may be exposed via
this pathway.

Uptake of COPECs in Soil by Invertebrates: Soil to Animal. Invertebrates such as earthworms
can take up contaminants from moist soil through the integument. They also ingest soil to extract its
organic content. The two methods of exposure cannet be separated, Therefore, the combmed
accumulation of body burden is attributed to “uptake.” Body burden estimates for soil invertebrates
are used to predict food chain exposure in worm-eating predators,

Intake of COPECs in Soil by Animals: Seil fe Animal. Ingestion of soil by the house mouse and
northern cardinal may oceur accidentally when eating food, ot intentionally to aid in the digestion
process. Ingestion of sediment by the black-necked stilt may occur accidentally when eating food in
the wetlands. The house mouse may also ingest soil when grooming its pelt (Beyer and Stafford

1993).

Intake of COPECs in Soil by Animals Resulting from Consumption of Plants:
Soil to Plant to Animal. Animals such as the house mouse, northern cardinal, and black-necked stilt
may consume vegetable matter or seeds growing in contaminated soil or sediment,

Intake of COPECs in Soil by Animals Resulting from Consumption of Invertebrates:
Soil to Earthworm te Animal. Animals such as the house mouse and northern cardinal may consume
invertebrates such as earthworms and insects (which take up contaminants from soil) as a significant
part of their diet.

15
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713 Development of Conceptual Site Model

The CSM is presented in Section 5.5. A summary diagram of the CSM as it applies to ecological
receptors 1s presented in Figure 7-3. The CSM identifies complete pathways from offsite surface
water, sediment, and soil to offsite ecological receptors. However, the Phase IT R results suggest that
there 1s no connection between the contamination detected in offsite surface media and EJFDF
operations, or the 1971 MOGAS spill (see Section 4). Other potential sources of COPECs found in
the offsite area include buried petroleum pipelines along Waiawa Road and the bicycle path,
dredging and filling operations in the wetlands, storage of fill material on the offsite properties, and
storage of heavy equipment on offsite properties (see Sections 3.1.3 and 3.6).

Although the offsite COPECs cannot be atiributed to the EIFDF facility, the new analytical data
collected 1 the offsite arca were subjected toa Tier 1 SERA.

744 Toxicity Evaluation

The toxicity evaluation begins with the development of toxicity reference values (TRVs). A TRV is
a fissue concentration (for invertebrates and plants, in mg'kg) or dosage (for animals, m milligram
per kilogram per day [mg/kg-day]) of a chemical believed to have little or no effect on the long-term
health of the representative species of concern. TRVs are specific for cach chemical, receptor, and
exposure toute (e.g., ingestion, inhalation). The TRV of a chemical is equivalent fo the
exposure-gpecific, literature~-derived no-observed-adverse-effect level (NOAEL) of that chemical for
particular plant or animal species of concern. Two types of TRVs were used in this SERA: eritical-
dose TRVs and general TRVs, based on the source of the underlying toxicity data.

The source of “critical-dose™ TRVs is a document prepared by the Navy in cooperation with the EPA
Region IX Biological Technical Assistance Group (BTAG) (DON 1999). The Navy developed a
series of TRVs (“low”) for use in calculating screening-level risk and screening-level soil screening
concentrations in soil {see Seclon 7.2 2y atall CLEAN H sites m California. These TR Vs have been
recommended for use at CLEAN 1T sites in Hawaii and Guam. The Navy/BTAG TRVs have been
developed for the ingestion pathway for mammals and birds for a himited number of chemicals. The
Navy developed the TRVs from lowest-observed-adverse-effect level (LOAEL) and NOAEL
toxicity values reported in the primary literature. Only the “low” BTAG TRVs are considered
critical-dose TRVs. For chemicals for which “low” Navy/BTAG TRVs were not available, “general”
TRVs were: developed from LOAEL and NOAEL toxicity values obtamed from the primary
Hterature, similar to the Navy/BTAG procedure.

In accordance with the measurement endpoints (see Section 7.1.1.4), peer-reviewed toxicity studies
that report reproductive or developmental ingestion NOAELs for a COPEC for a representative
species or surrogate were sought in developing TRVs for animals in this SERA. For plants, uptake
NOAELs that cause any adverse physiological effect (e.g., growth, chlorosis, flowering) on the
representative species were sought., (It is assumed that any measurable effect on a plant would have
an adverse effect on its quality or quantity as a food for herbivores.)

As noted above, uncertainty factors were sometimes applied in developing TRVs because the
toxicity information sought was not alwdys available in the literature. Application of uncertainty
factors to literature-derived toxicity values is called extrapolation. The two general categories of
extrapolations are taxonomic extrapolation and endpoint extrapolation. Each is described below.

A compilation of unceriainty factors for sach category of extrapolation is presented in Table 745,

Note that the fotal pumeric Uncertainty used to penerate each TRV 14 the product of the uncertamty
factors from each of the extrapolations.
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Table 7-5: Unceriainty Factors Used for Taxonomic, Endpoint, and Chemical Exirapolalions

Unecerainty
Description Factor
Relation of Test Species to Species of Concem
Animal? different species within a genus 1
different genera within a family 1
different classes within a phylum 10
Plant® both monocotyledonous 1
bath dicotyledonous 1
{est specles dicot, species of concarn monocot 1
test species monocot and species of concern-dicot 10
MOAEL 1
NOAE L e to NOAELevone 2
LOAE e to NOAEL e 10°

MOAELsase . = agute no-pbserved-adverse-effect level

LOAEL smse = chronic lowest-chserved-adverse-effect level

LOAE 04 = acute lowest-observed-adverse-effect lavel

® Source: California DTSC (1996),

b Exposures of less than 14 days were considered actite, while exposutes of 14 days or greater were
considered chronic, One exceplion concems animal developmental studies: any exposurs grealerthana
single dose during gestation was considered chronic:

7.1.4. 1 TAXONOMIC EXTRAPOLATION

Taxonomic extrapolation assumes that toxicological effects reported for one species can be used to
predict the toxicological effects in a taxonomically related species. These assumptions have proven
valid in extrapolations used to estimate toxicity in aquatic species (EPA 1989b). Although hittle 15
kmown about extrapolations to assess risk to terrestrial plant and animal species, the paucity of
specific toxieity data mandates such extrapolations. As an example of the use of taxonomic
extrapolation, an uncertainty factor of 10 is assigned to toxicity data derived from laboratory rats if
the species of concern is a bird (EPA 1997a).

7142 ENDPOINT EXTRAPOLATION

Endpoint extrapolation converts toxicological data that are not expressed as chronic NOAEL
{(NOAFL jou) or chronic no-observed-effect concentration (NOEC ) values to such values,
Examples of other of toxicological endpomnts mclude the following:

# Lowest-observed-adverse effect level (LOAEL)

The California Department of Toxic Substances Control provides guidance for applying uncertainty
factors for extrapolation from some endpoints to a NOAELyenic (California DTSC 1996). Although
the document distinguishes between acute and chronic toxicological studies, it does not define these
terms, nor dees it provide guidance for how to apply uncertainty factors to studies that do not fit
clearly into either category (e.g., subacute or subchronic). For toxicological studies on mammals,
Klaassen and Eaton (1991) note that subacute studies typically include up to 14 days’ exposure. For
the purpose of this risk assessment, exposure times of less than 14 days are considered acute;
exposures of 14 days or longer are considered chrome:
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7143 CALCULATION OF Dty DOSES FROM FEEDING STUDIES

In some cases, development of avian TRVs from data in the primary literature required additional
calculations. This is because many of the studies on avian species report dosages in units of
milligram of chemieal per Kilogram of food (fresh weight). A conversion was necessary to generate
dosages in units of milligram of chemical per kilogram of animal body weight per day (mg/kg-day),
the standard exposure unit used in this SERA, This conversion required knowledge of the daily food
intake rate, the percent moisture in the diet, and average weight of each test species. Conversions
could then be calculated as shown below (based on Opresko, Sample, and Suter 1996):

Intake dosagex . ! X INGESHON FALE K~
1—moisture content body weight
- mg chemical y kg jood| fresh] o kg food [dry] " 1
kg food| fresh] kg food [dry] day kg body weight

=mg chemicalx (kg body weight x day)™

Ingestion rates, moisture contents in the diet, and body weights of the avian test species used in the
studies from which avian TR Vs were derived using this conversion are presented in Table 7-6.

Table 7-6: Ingestion Rates, Diet Moisture Contents, and Body Weights of Avian Test Species

Avian Test Species Exposure Factor Value Reference
Mallard Ingestion rate? 0.0592 kg food {dryyday EPA (19930)

Moisture content in diat 0.07 kg water’kg food {fresh) | -Heinz, Hoffman, and Gaold {1988)

Body weight ® {434 kg Nelsorand Martin (19533
Ringed.dove Ingestion rate* 0.0124 kg food (dryiiday EPA{1993b}

Moisture content in-diet 0.1 kg'waler/kg food [fresh) - EPA{1993b)

Body weight ® (.141 ky Dunaing (1993)
Japaness goail Ingestion rate® 0.0122 kg food {dry)iday EPA {(18930)

Maisture content in diet 0.1'kgwaterkg food (fresh). 1 EPA (1893b)

Bady weight 0.157 kg Edens and Gatlich (1983)

* Calculated using allometric equations for non-passerine birds.

" Hody weights given are the midpoint of 2 range oF the averags male and femiale body weiahis,

Critical-dose TRVs for ecological receptors and exposure pathways: (i.e., uptake or ingestion)
relevant to this SERA are presented in Appendix Q.1 Also presented in this appendix are summary
data from peer-reviewed literature used to generate TRVs that were not obtained directly from the
Navy/BTAG document.

Hawait DOH chronic WQSs and NRWQUC (EPA 1999b) for the protection of aquatic life were used
as primary eriterta to screen surface water COPEC concentrations. If neither state nor federal oriteria
were available, Great Lakes Tier 2 values presented in Suter and Tsao (1996) were used as tertiary
screening values.

Sediment TELs proposed by Smuth et al. (1996) were used to screen COPEC concentrations in

freshwater sediments (watercress fields). Effects range-low (ER-L) values were used to screen
marine sediment COPECs (shoreline and tidal drainage ditch). Long et al. (1995) proposed ER-Ls
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for screening marine and estuarine sediments under NOAA's Status and Trends Program. Screening

of these sample resulis is described in Section4.1.2.

The final TRVs used 1 this SERA are sumnimarized in Table 7-7.

Table 7-7: Sumnary of Toxicity Referenice Values Used to Screen Risk {o Terrestrial Vertebrates

Final TRVs {mg/kg-day)

COPEC House Mouse | Nerthem Cardinal : Black-Necked Stilt
Inorganic

Lead F92E-03 TAE=02 TAE-02
PAH Group 1

Anthracene 1.21E+02 2.25E+1 2.25E+01
Benza{g h.ijperylene 1.21E+02 2.25E+01 2.25E+01
Fluoranthene 1.21E+02 2:25E+01 2258+
Phananthrene T 21E+02 2. 25E+01 2.25E+01
Pyrensg 1.23E+02 2.25E+01 2.25E+01
PAH Group 2

Benzo{alanthracene 1.91E+00 225E+00 2.25E+00
Benzo(ajpyrens 1.51E+00 228E+00 2.28E+00
Benzolb)flucranthene 1.51E+00 2.25E+00 2.25E+00
Benzo(kifluoranthene 1.51E+00 2258400 2258400
Chrysene 151E+00 2.25E+00 2.25E+00
Dibenzola, hjanthracene 1.51E+00 2.25E+00 2.25E+00
Indeno(1,2,3-cdpyrene 1.51E+00 2.25E+00 2.25E4+00
Misc, Organic

Acetone Z281E+02 1.70E+02 1. 70E+02
2-Butanone 4.52E+02 L73E+01 1.73E+01
2-Nitrophenol nia rifa nla
4-Bromophenylphenylether n/a nta nia
Carbon disullide 328E+02 1.26E+01 1.26E402
Fhenol 1.88E+03 7.21E*01 5.00E+00
Phthalate Esters

BEHP §.22E+01 TI0E+C0D 1 10E+00
Butylbenzyiphthalate 5.22E+01 110E+00 1.10E+00
Disthylphthalate 5.28E+03 1.63E+02 1.83E+02
Disncbutylphthalate 6.34E+02 1.10E-01 1A0E-01
nfa = naot applicable forthis species in this medium

7.2 TIER 1, STEP 2 ~ EXPOSURE ESTIMATION AND RISK CALGULATION

7.2.1 Exposure Estimation

In caleulating exposure, EPCs, species-specific and chemical-specific exposure parameters and

exposure equations are considered,
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7.2.1.1 EXPOSURE POINT CONCENTRATIONS

Table 7-8 presents surface soil concentrations of COPECs used to estimate uptake values (for plants)
and intake values (for animal receptors) at each site with complete exposure pathways. In Step 2 of
this SERA, the maximum values were used as the EPCs. Analytical data for surface soil (06
inches), subsurface soil (&6 inches), and wetland surface water and sediments ar¢ presented in
Appendix N, Table N-1.

Table 7-8: Maximum EPCs for COPECs in the EJFDF Offsile Area

Surface Soll Surface Water Freshwater Sediment Marine Sedimant

Chemical Name {mgtkg) {pafl) {moka) (mgika)
inorganic

Lead ; 44.32 97.60 42.39 56.14
PAH Group 1

Anthracene 0.003 NG 0.012 NC
Benzolg,hiperylensa 0.035 11 0.070 D18
Fluoranthene 0.032 33 0.084 0.024
Phenanthrens 0.014 16 0.021 a9.026
Pyrena 0,032 27 0.066 8.067
;g;imGraup 2

Benzo{alanthracene 0.021 11 0.042 0.023
Benzo(alpyrene 0.018 11 0.050 o018
Benzo{bjfluoranthene 0.032 12 {.082 0.047
Benzo(kfuoranthene 0.020 1z 0.068 0.012
Chrysene 0.827 15 0.070 0.030
Dibenzo(a.h)anthracene 0.018 0.337 0:021 0.024
Indenoll,2.3-cdlpyreng 2.018 12 0.07%9 G.028
Misc. Organic

Acetone NG NEC 0.080 0075
4-Bromophenyl-phenyether NG NG 0.187 0197
2-Bulanone NC NG 0.028 0.074
Carbon disulfide NC NC 0.008 0:008
2-Nitrophenal NC 2.35 NC NC
Phenol NG NG 0:061 D038
Phthalate Esters

BEHP 0.060 0410 G042 0.673
Diethylphthalate NG NC 0.041 0.041
Di-neoctyiphthalate NC B65 NC NC
NG =nota COPEC in this medium

7.2.1.2 SPECIES-SPECIFIC EXPOSURE PARAMETERS

Factors used to estimate COPEC intake concentration values for ecological animal receptors are
referred to as exposure parameters. Such factors as species morphology, physiology, and behavior
influence how individuals are exposed to COPECs and how much of a given COPEC in a given
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medium 1s taken in by individual representative species, The species-specific exposure factors
discussed 1n this section are summarized in Table 7-9,

Table 7-87 Antmal Species-Specific Exposure Factors

Factor Value Reference
House Mouse

Mean body weight (BW) (kg 0.0186 Derived fromy Schlesinger and Potter (1974)
Minimum-body weight (BW) (ka} 0.018 Derived from Schlesingerand Polter (1874)
Mean foraging area (ha) .08 Derived from Wolff (1988)
Mean food intake (mgfday, dry weight) 3325° Derived from Cronin and Bradiey (1988)
Maximum food intake (mg/day; dry weight) (F1} 3.560% Derived from Cronin and Bradley (1988)
Water intake {miiday) zap® EPA {1983b)
Diet partition factor 0.02 {soif (SN Whitaker (1966} EPA {19935)

0.75 (plant) (D

.25 {animaly (Al
NORTHERM CARDINAL

Mean body weight (BW) Tkg) 00447 Collins and Boyajian (1565)
Minimuny body weight (BW) (kg) 0.0394 Collins and Boyajian (1965)
Mean foraging area (ha) 0.8 Schoesner (1868)
Mean food intake {mg/day, dry weight} {(F} 10,061°% ERA [1993b)
Maxinium food infake {mg/day, diy weight) (F1) 110667 EPA (19930
Water intake {ml/day) 740 EPA (1053b)

Diet partition factor

0.03 (sail) (81
0.7 (plant) (Ph

Derived from Beyer, Connor, and Gerould (1994},

0.29 (animal) (Al) Colling and Bovalian {1965)
BULACK-MECKED STILT

Mean body weight (BW) (ka) .2 Dunning(1993}

Minimum body weight (BW) (k) 0.168 Dunning (1993
Mean-foraging area (ha) 24 Schoener {1968}

Mean food intake {mg/day, dry weight} 16.093" EPA (1993b)

Maximum food intake {mg/day, dryweight) (Fl) 17.287" EPA {1993b)

Water intake (ml/day) 201° EPA(18830)

Diet pariiion Tactor 345 (solly (3h Derved from Bent (1962) (stilt sandpiper);
Q15 (plant) (PH :
.85 (animal)((.ﬁd) Benl (1962) (black—nec&aﬁ stifty
kg = kilogram BW = body weight
ha = hectare 1= sait Ingestion
my = milligram Pl = plant ingestion
ik = milliliter Al = animal ingestion

£ Diy-weight food Intake estimated based on algorithin given in EPA{1983b}.
"Water intake estimated based on algorithm givenin EPA {1993b).

Body Weight (BW). The mean of the adult male and female body weight; minimum = lower

95 percent UCL of mean.

Food Intake (FI)/Day. The daily diet, in milligram of organic matter eaten per day, determined on a

wet-weight basis.
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Site Use Factor (SUF). The site use factor (1.e,, foraging factor) is defined as follows:

Area of Surface Soil Contamination

SUF =
Foraging Area of Animal

This factor permits consideration of less than full-time exposure for animals with foraging areas
exceeding the area of comtamination. When the foragmng area of the receptor-is less than the size of
the site, it is assumed that the animal occupies the site 100 percent of the time, and the foraging
facter is-equal to-1. It is-essumed that these receptors-are continuously exposed to site contaminants.

Foraging area information for house mouse is based on the deer mouse (0.06 hectare) as provided by
Wolff (1985). Because this 18 smaller than the site, i is assumed that the site use factor for the house
mouse is 1. The foraging area for the northern cardinal 1s estimated at 0,15 hectare, based on data for
the home range (Brewer 1955). The foraging area for the black-necked stilt is estimated at
24 hectares, based on the predater model of Schoener (1968) (see Appendix .24

Plants, earthworms, and aguatic invertebrates are assioned to spend their entive Hves within the
contaminated area; therefore, the SUF 1s not used m calculating exposure for the earthworm.

In Step 2 of this SERA, the SUF was conservatively set equal to 1 for all receptors.

Diet Partitioning Factor (DPF). Three major exposure pathways may define the diet of animal
receptors:

» Direct ingestion of soil or sediment—soil/sediment ingestion (SI)

* Ingestion of contaminated plant materials—plant ingestion (PT)

* [ngestion of contaminated animal prey—animal ingestion (Al)

The proportion of diet from each source may be estimated or obtamned from the literature, In Tier 1,
the DPF was set to the diet proportions reported in the literature.

7.2.1.3 GHEMICAL-SPECIFIC EXPOSURE PARAMETERS

Chemical-specific characteristics, such as solubility, organic carbon partition coefficient, and

bioconcentration and bicaccumulation factors, alse affect exposure .of répresentative species 1o
COPECSs,

Soil-to-Plant Bioconcentration Factor (BCF,). BCF, values are used to convert chemical
concentrations in soil to concentrations in plant biomass resulting from plant root uptake. This factor
is used to estimate the concentration of a COPEC that bioaccumulates in plants grown In
contaminated soil during one growing season. This factor is also vsed to model concentrations of
COPECs through plants to herbivores. Use of these factors assumes that plant root uptake for a
specific chemical is equal forall plants:

The BCF, value for the tnorganic COPEC (lead) was obtained from Strenge and Peterson (1989).
BCF,; values for organic COPECs were obtained from the literature or derived from a chemical-
specific octancl-water partition coefficient (K.} by the method of Traviz and Armg (1988). Some
degree of uncertainty 1s associated with the use of this factor, especially for perennial plants. For the
most part, however, animals feed on portions of the plants that are renewed annually (i.e., foliage,
seeds, and fruit).
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Soil-to-Earthworm Bioconcentration Factor (BCFE,). BCF, values are used to convert chemical
concentrations in soil 1o concentrations in invertebrate biomass resulting from both ingestion and
integument sorption. This factor is used to estimate the concentration of a COPEC that
bioaccumulates in carthworms. living in contaminated soil. The factor is also used to model
concentrations of COPECs through earthworms and other soil invertebrates to their predators.

Surface Water—to-Aquatic Invertebrate Bioconcentration Factor (BCE)), BCF; values are used
to convert chemical concentrations m surface water to concentrations in invertebrate biomass
resulting from both ingestion and integument sorption. This factor is used to estimate the
concentration of a COPEC that bioaccumulates in aquatic invertebrates living in contaminated areas.
The factor is also used to model concentrations of COPECs through invertebrates to their predators.

BCF,, BCF,, and BCF; values for COPECs are listed in Table 7-10.

Table 7-10: Bioconceniration Faclors for COPECs

BCFg
Ko BOF,; Source or BCF:
Chemical Boure Source Surrogate Chemical sSource
inorganics
Lead o B.80E-02 4.50E-01 1.00E+D2
Strenge and Pelerson Heyer and Stafford Strenge and Pelerson
{1989 (1993) {1985}
Volatile Organics
Acetone 5.80E-01 5.31E+01 1.OE+CD 4:57E-02
Strenge and Pelerson Strange and Petarson TCE s surrbgate Caloulated from Koy
{1888} {1889) {Travis and-Arms 1888}
4-Bromophenyl: Mot available 1.25E-02 Mot used Mot used
phenylether Aroclor 1254
2-Butanone 1.90E+00 8.70E+00 Mot used 1.20E-01
Sample et al. (1998} Sample et al. (1998) Shrendge and Pelerson
{1989}
Carbon disulfide 1.00e+02 .80 E-U1 e 3A0E400
Stengs and Peterson Shrenge and Pelerson Strenge and Peterson
{1289) {1588} {1989}
2-Nitrophenol HA0E+D1 7.60E-01 Motused Z.B8E+I0
Strenge and Petérson Strenge and Pelerson Calculated from Ko
{1989 {1989) {Travis and Arms 1988)
FPhenpl 2. 90E+01 1.40E+00 Motused 1A0E+00
Strenge and Peterson | - Strenge and Pelerson Calculated from Kes
{198 {15983) {Travis and Anmms 1888}
PAH Group 1°
Anthracens 2.80E+04 1.04E-01 3.20E-01 343E402
Sirange and Pelerson Calculated from Kee Bever and Stafford Caleulated from K
{1988) {Travis and Arms 1988} {1993} {Travis ant Armis 1288)
Benzolgh.iipervlens 3.4BE+08 6.78E-03 1.50E-01 1.50E+D4
ATSDH (1883) Calculated from Ko, Beyer and Stafford Calculated from Ko
{Travis and Arms 1988} {1993) {Travis and Arms 1888}
Flugranthene 7.80E+04 572E-02 T0E-01 733402
Btrenge and Peterson Caleulated from Kgy Beyer and Stafford Caleulated from Koy
{1989} {Travis'and Arms 1888) (1993} {Travis and Amms 1988}
Phenanthrene 2.80E4+04 1.028-01 2.80E-01 323E+02
Strenge and Peterson Calculated from K Beyer and Stafford Caleulated from e,
{19849) {Travis and Arms 19881 (1993 (Travis-and Arms 1988)
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BOCF,
Kowi BCF,; Source or BCF:
Chemical Saure Source Surrogate Chemical Source
Pyrene 2A0E+05 3 95E-02 3.80E-01 1.63E+03
Strenge and Peterson Calculated from Ky Beyer and Stafford Calculated from 4,
{1989) {Travis and Arms 1988) {1893) {Travis and Asms 1988}
PAH Group 2°
Benzolajanthracene 4.00E+05 224802 2.70E-01 2.77E+03
Strenge and Peterson Calculated from Kaw Beyer and Stafford Calculated from Ke.
{1989) {Travis and Arms 1888) (1993) {Travis and Arms 1988)
Benzo(apyrane 1.20E+06 118602 34001 B.80E+03
Strenge and Pelersan Calculated from K Beyer and Stalford Caleulated from Ko
1989} {Travis and Arms 1988) {1993} {Travis and Arms 1988}
Benzo{b)fluoranthene 1.20E+06 1.18E-02 20E-01 B.81E+HI3
Strenge and Pelerson Calcilated from e Beyer and Stafford Calculated from Ke.
{1989) {Travis and Anms 1988) (1893) {Travis and Arms 1988)
BenzolkfiGoranthens 1:20E+06 1.48E-02 ZA0E=01 HR1E+03
Strenge and Peterson Calculated from Koy Beyerand Stafford Caloudated from Koy
{1989) {Travis and Arms 1988} {1993 {Fravis and Arms 1088)
Chrysene 4.10E+05 2.21E-02 4 AUE-01 2.82E+03
Strenge and Peterson Calculated fram Ko Beyer and Stafford Calculated from Ky
{1989 {Travis.and Arms 1988} {1993) {Travis-and Arms 1988)
Diberzo(a,h) 4 10E+05 5.70E-02 4. 80E-01 2.82E+03
anthracens Strenge and Pelerson Calculated Trom Kaw Bever and Stafford Calculated from Kow
{1989} {Travis and Arms 1988) {1883) {Travis and Arms 1988)
Indeno(1,2.3-¢d) J.20E+06 B.73E~03 4 A0E-01 1.52E+04
pyrene Strenge and Peterson Calculated from Ko Beyerand Stafford Calculated from Kae
(1989 {Travis and Anms 1988 {1993} (Travis and Arms 1988}
Phithalate Esters
Bis(2-athylhexyl) 4 10E+08 1.08E-04 3.00E+01 5.33E+08
phihalate Sirenge and Peterson Caleulated from Kew EPA{1895) EPA{1985)
{1989} {Travis and Anms 1988}
Disthylphthalate 2.90E+02 3. 70E-01 7.40E+00 TAOE+00
MeDuffie, Russel, and | - Calculated from Koy Strenge and Paterson Strenge and Peterson
MNatishar (1984) {Travis and Arms 1988} {1089} {1989)
Di-rebutylphthalate 4.00E+04 5.60E-03 Strenge and 3.00E+01 J.00E4+01
Maybey et al. {1882) Peterson (1989) ERPA{18E85) EPA(1885)

BOF, = soll-to-plant bioconcentration factor

BCF, = soilto-earthworm bioconcentration factor

BCF; = gurface water-to-aquatic invertebrate bioconcentration factor
Ko = octanoliwater pariition coefiicient

e = not available

® PAH grouping based on Massachusetts upper concentration fimits allowed in soil and groundwater according lo Method 8
Risk Chargcterization Standards (MCP 1995, Table 8). Group 1: 10,000 parts per million (ppm). Group 2: 100 0r 400 ppi,

7.2.1.4 EXPOSURE EQUATIONS

Exposure factors were employed in equations to calculate uptake or intake for each exposure
pathway. The equations used to derive intake values for animal receptors and uptake values for plant

receptors are described below.

Surface soil concentrations of COPECs were used to estimate uptake values for plants and
earthworms in mg/kg and intake values for the house mouse and northern cardinal in mg/kg-day.
Sediment COPEC concentrations were used to estimate uptake values for aquatic plants and intake
values for the black-necked stilt. Surface water COPEC concentrations were used to estimate uptake

values for aquatic life, which is in turn eaten by the stilt.
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In Step 2, the maximum COPEC concentrations were used in the equations as EPCs. A scparate
uptake or intake estimate was calculated for each species and each exposure pathway (see Appendix
00.3). The total exposure for each species is the sum of exposure from all appropriate pathways
presented in Section 7.1.2,

Soil/Sediment-to-Plant Exposure Pathway. Plant contaminant concentrations for koa haocle were
estimated from site soil COPEC concentrations in the 0-6-inch soil interval using the BCF,. Plant
contaminant concentrations for watercress were estimated from site sediment COPEC concentrations
in the 0-6-inch sediment interval using the BCF,,. Equation 7-1 describes this pathway.

Equation 7-1: Mode! for Estimating Plant Uptake of COPECs from Soil or Sediment

Cp ={;x BOF, B
Where:
Cy = -COPEC concentration in plant (mg/ka)
G, = COPEC conceniration insurface soll or sediment (mg/kg)
8CF, = -soi-ta-plant bioconcentration factor (unitless)

Assumptions:

s Concentrations of COPECs In surface soil or sedimént (C) are represented by the maximilim in Tier 1 assessments
and by the 85% UCL or the maximum, whichever ls less, in the Tier 2 assessmenl, These values are presented in
Table 7-7.

s BCF,is a chemical-specific fastor relating soll concentration to plant issue equilibium concentialion ona dry=weight
basis.

Soil-to-Invertebrate-to-Predator Exposure Pathway, This pathway is analogous fo the soil+to-
plant-to-herbivore pathway in that it represents a feeding relationship. In both cases, the animal
ingests tissue with a contaminant concentration expressed in milligram of chemical per kilogram of
tissue (dry weight). Invertebrate tissue burden for each contaminant was estimated using BCF,
because exposure of soil invertebrates such as the earthworm via mgestion and serption through the
integument cannot be separated. Equation 7-2 describes this pathway.

Equation 7-2: Model for Estimating Soil Invertebrate Uptake of COPECs from Soil

Co=Ciw BCF:
Where:
Cs = COPEC soncentration in earthworm (mg/kg)
C, = - COPEC concentration in surface sall (ma/kg)
BCF, = soikto-earthworm bioconcentration faclor {unitless)

Assumplions:

& Concentrations of COPECs in surface soll {C,) are reprasented by the maximum In Tier 1 assessments and by the
95% UCL or the maximurm, whichever is less, in Tier 2 assessments, These values are presented in Table 7-7.

& BCF. is a chemical-specific Tactor relating soil voncentration to earthworm:lisste-equilibrium congentration on a dry-
weight basis,

Soil/Sediment Ingestion Exposure Pathway. A major cause of exposure to soil contaminants for
many animals, including the house mouse and northemn cardinal, is assumed to be direct soil
ingestion, This occurs as a result of preening by birds, grooming of the pelt by mammals, deliberate
soil ingestion (e.g., to aid in digestion and as a source of nutrients), and accidental soil ingestion
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Soil-to-Invertebrate-to-Predator Exposure Pathway. This pathway is analogous to the soil-to-
plant-to-herbivore pathway n that it represents a feeding relationship. In both cases, the animal
ingests tissue with a contarminant concentration expressed in milligram of chemical per kilogram of
tissue (dry weight). The northem cardinal mgests earthworms from soil and the black-necked stilt
ingests aquatic mvertebrates found in the aquatic enviromment. Equation 7-3 presents the model used
to estimate ¢xposure via this pathway.

Eguation 7-8: Model for Estimating Animal Intake of COPECs from Ingestion of Soll Invertebrates

Ce x BCF, x CF x FI x Al x SUF

CDI (mglke - day)=
(mgikg - day) T
Where:
Gl = ghronic dafly intake (makg-day)
G = COPEC concentration in surface soil (ma/kg)
BOF. = soikto-saribworm bioconcentration factor{unitless)
CF = conversion facior (107 ke/mg)
Fi = folal food intake (mya/day)
Al = -animal ingestion expressed as fraction of total food intake (unitless)
SUF = :site use factor (unitless)
BW = body weight (kg)

Assumptions:

= Concentralions of COPECs insurface soll {C,) gre reprasented by the maximum in Tier 1 assessments and by the
85% UCL orthe maximum, whicheveris less, In Tier 2 assessmenis. These values are presented in Table 7-7.

w SUF Is calculated as the ratio of the area of suitable habitat available at each site to the animal foraging area. Thus,
the SUF is both species- and site-specific. The foraging area used for each pathway calculation is presented in
Table 7-9,

Surface Water-to-Aquatic Bird Pathway. This pathway is used to estimate the intake of chemicals
in surface water via direct ingestion by aquatic birds such as the black-necked stilt. The exposure
model used for this pathway is given in Equation 7-6,

Equation 7-6: Modél for Estimating - Animal Intake of COPECs from Ingestion of Surface Water

cpp = Con X WL x SUF
BW
Where:
col = . chronic dailyintake (mg/kg-day)
Ciw = GOPEC concentration in surface water {mg/l)
wi = waterintake (Liday)
SUF = . site use factor (unitless)
BW = body weight (kg)

Assumptions:

= - Concentrations of COPECs in surfdce waler {C..) 218 represented by the maximum in Tier 1 assessments and by
the 95% UCL or the maximum, whichever is less, in Tier 2 assessmenls, These values are presented in Table 747.

« -SUF is caloulated as the ratio of the-area of suitable habitat available at each site o the animal-foraging area. Thus;
the FF |s both species-and site-specific. The foraging area and habilat area used for each pathway caleulation are
opresented in Table 7-8.

7-29

ARO00030006






Navember 2000

Phasedl Ri; EJFDF, FISC, Pearl Harbor

Ecological Risk

e mtake( soilsediment

ingestion)

Udake{ plant ingestion

mtake{ soil inverehrate ingostion))

: TRV

BW

Cix FIx SIxCFxFF) (

BW

HO=~
4 TRV

Asspming HQ =1, then

4

TRV

TRV TRV
GxBC@xCFxF]xPIxFF} (CSXBCF%CFXFIX&IXFF)
BW
+
IRV
BWx TRV

Cx:
(FIxSIxCFxFF )+ (BCFyx CEFx FIx PI%x FF ) +{BCF:xCF»x FIx Al x FF )~

The Eco-SSL selected for comparison against site soil EPCs was the lower (more conservative) of
the house mouse or northern cardinal Eco-SSL. The black-necked stilt Eco-SSL was used for
comparison against sediment EPCs,

The Eco-SSLs used for screening are presented in Table 7-11. These values were compared to soil

and sediment EPCs to estimate potential for risk of adverse effects in the following section.

Table 7-11: Site-Specific Eco-85Ls for Representative Species

House Mouse Morthern Cardinal Black-Necked Stilt

COPEC (mg/kg) ® (mg/kg) (mgrkg) *
Inorganic
Lead 70E-02 2.6E-01 2.3E-01
PAH Group1
Anthracene 222E+03 4.39E+02 4.35E+402
Benzofghiperylene 6.32E+03 1.10E+03 7.65E+02
Fluoranthene Z.B4E+03 4:85E+02 4.27E+02
Phananthrense 2.70E=03 5.38E+02 5,50E+02
Pyrens 2.78E+03 518E+02 4.2BE+02
PAH Group 2
Benzo{ajanthracsne 4. 73401 6.95E+01 546E+01
Benzola)pyrens 4.33E+01 B:30E+01 4.82E401
Benzolbifluoranthene 6.06E+01 B8.69E+01 5:41E+01
Benzo{k)flucranthene 8.08E+01 B.68E+01 6.41E+D1
Chryseng 3 T5E+D BA2E+01 4.11E+01
Dibenz(a hianthracens ZA0B+01 4:B0E+02 JT1E+D2
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 3.87E+N 5.62E+01 A 29E+01
Misc. Organic
Acetone 2AZE+0Y 171E+01 4.21E+01
2-Butanone 144E+03 B,44E+01 ST1E+Q]
4-Bromophenyl-phenylather NG NG NC
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House Mouse Northern Cardinal Black-Necked Stilt

COPEC {mg/kg} ® {mg/kg) {mgrkg)®
Carbon disulfide 1.97E+03 B74E+01 1.60E+02
Phenol 5.56E+03 2.B0E+02 54BE+02
Phihalate esters
BEHP 2.27E+0 4.80E-01 4, 10E-01
Diethyiphthalate B.OAE+DS 2.56E+02 2.33E+02
Di-n-butylphthalale 2. TBE+D2 5.008-02 4.00E-02
N =not g COPEC in this medium

® Soil Eco-SSL, lowest of mammal or bird vaiue
* Sediment Eco-SSL based on stlt exposure assumptions.

7.2.3  Risk Calculations

Descriptions and results of risk caleulations are presented here. Descriptions include the HQ method
used to estimate risk for each aquatic and teirestrial pathway for each representative species, This is
accomplished by dividing each EPC in each medium by appropriate media screening concentrations,

7.2.3.1 HAZARD CHIOTIENTS

Toxicity and exposure information are integrated to predict possible adverse effects to ecological
receptors (i.e., the potential environmental effect of a given COPEC). The HQ method 1s used to
screen sites when potential adverse effects to ecological receptors occur. It provides an evaluation of
the potential environmental effect of a given COPEC. The method compares estimates of uptake (for
plants) or intake (for animals) to the respective TRV, this comparison is expressed as a HQ-—the
quotient of the ratio of uptake or intake to the TRV. If the HQ value is greater than 1, a receptor has
a potential for adverse effects due to exposure to a contaminant via a specific exposure pathway.

Ecological HQ Equations, HQ values were determined for each COPEC and exposure pathway
affecting the selected receptors at each site. The HQ wvalues were calculated using the following
equations,

s Plant Equation;

Uptake of COPEC by Plant

HO =
TRV for COPEC for Plant

& Aguatic Organistn Equation:

_ COPEC Concentration in Surface Water or Sediment
Surface Water or Sediment Screening Value

HQO

¢ Terrestrial and Semi-aquatic Amimal Equation:

_Intake of COPEC by Animal Receptor

HO =
© TRV for COPEC for Animal Receptor
Where: HO = The hazard quotient caloulated for a given exposire
pathway
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These chemical-specific HQs were added together to determine an HQ pathway sum (HQqu) that
expresses risk to each receptor resulting from exposure to a contaminant for all exposure pathways at
the site:

H qum = Z“ H Ql‘
Where: HOum = Sum of all HO values for chemical X, receptor ¥, site Z, for
pathways i through the nth pathway
7 = Number of pathways assessed for chemical X, receptor I,

site Z

A HOQ value exceeding 1 indicates that the exposure level exceeds the effects level for the receptor
being assessed; therefore, due to exposure to a COPEC via a variety of pathways, the potential for
adverse effects exists. HQ values exceeding | do not necessarily indicate that an effect wall occur,
only that a lower threshold has been exceeded based on the exposure assumptions used in the model.
It should be noted that a single chemmical or pathway might be the driving force for an HQ for a plant
or animal at a site.

Note that the HQ as an evaluation of a measurement endpoint provides some insight into general
effects on individual plant and animal reproduction or survival in the local population. It is assumed
that if effects are judged insignificant for the average individual receptor, they will be considered
insignificant at the population level. However, if risks are present at the individual receptor level,
risks may or may not be important at the population level because density dependent population
control mechanisms may compensate for the loss of several individuals. Since endangered species
are valued as individuals, risks to individuals are considered unacceptable,

HQ values calculated for COPECs are presented in Appendix 0.3 for each exposure pathway for
each representative species using conservative Step 2 exposure assumptions.

7.2.3.2. COMPARISON UF EPCS 70O SCREENING CONCENTRATIONS

COPEC concentrations in the various media were compared to appropriate screening concentrations.

7.2.3.3 COMPARISONS OF EPCS TO SURFACE WATER SCREENING CONCENTRATIONS

Surface water analytical results in the wetlands and hydric crop fields were screened against federal
NRWQC and Hawaii chronic WQSs for the protection of aquatic life. If neither state nor federal
criteria were available, Great Lakes Tier 2 values presented m Suter and Tsao (1996) were used as
tertiary screening values. The comparison is presented in Table 7-12.

No Hawaii WQS and few NRWQC have been established for the organic COPECs detected in the
offsite wetland/agricultural area. Great Lakes Tier 2 screening criteria have been developed for
several organic COPECs (Suter and Tsao 1996) and they have been included as screening criteria.
For those chemicals detected in surface waters that lack screening criteria, potential risks to aquatic
life are underestimated and uncertain.
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Saltwater Areas. Saniple W-01 was collected at the outfall of a storm sewer draining parts of the
Leeward Community College property. The lead concentration in surface water at W-01 slightly
exceeds the screening value of 5.6 pg/L, but the HQ rounds 1o 1, indicating acceptable risk to aquatic
organisms, Sample W-06 was collected in the drainage diteh from the Sasaki watercress fields. The
water contained at least 3 PAHs (benzo(a)pyrene, fluoranthene and phenanthrene) at concentrations
exceeding the screening level (other PAHs detected had no screening values).

Ereshwater Areas. Within the watercress fields, lead was found at concentrations exceeding
NRWQC at all three sampling locations. Fluoranthene and phenanthrene concentrations in surface
water at sample location W-03 slightly exceed the aquatic life screening values, but the HQ rounds
to 1.

Examination of the COPEC ‘Hst reveals that the majority of the detected chemicals have low
solubility and a high tendency to bind to sediment particles. Large volumes of water flow from the
artesian wells that supply the watercress ponds. The artesian well water does not contain detectable
levels of the COPECs detected in the surface water samples. Because the surface water samples were
collected downstream of the artesian wells and were not filtered, it is probable that the detected
COPECs are primarily bound to suspended or colloidal particles, and are therefore unavailable for
uptake by aquatic organisms.

7.2.3.4 - COMPARISONS OF EPCE TO SEDIMENT SCREENING CONCENTRATIONS

COPEC concentrations in sediment samples caollected from the offsite area were compared to
sediment screemng values in Table 7-13.

Saltwater Areas. Sampies D-01 and D-02 were collected at outfalis-in the mangrove community
located on the harbor side of the bicycle path. No COPECs were detected in these samples at
concentrations above their respective saltwater ER-L screening values (Long et al. 1995); however,
detection limits for dibenzo(a hjanthracene were above the ER-L screening value.

Samples D-04, D-06, and D-09 were collected in the tidal ditches located below the watercress
fields. The ditches collect excess irrigation water and discharge 1t to Pearl Harbor. The ditches are
subject to tidal flushing and are considered brackish water, As such, COPECs in these three samples
were compared to saltwater ER-L screening values. Lead detected at D-06 and D-03 slightly exceeds
the screeming value, but the HQs round to 1. No estuarine sediment samples contained PAHs at
levels exceeding screening criteria. However, criteria are lacking for several PAHs detected in
estuarine sediments. Therefore, the concentrations of all light-molecular-weight (LMW PAHs were
totaled, and concentrations of heavy-molecular-weight (HMW) PAHs were also totaled, The total
concentrations were compared to their respective freshwater screening criteria (saltwater criteria are
lacking). Neither total LMW nor HMW PAHs exceed the criteria at any of the sample locations,
Therefore, risk to benthic organisms from PAHs in the offsite estuarine sediments is considered
acceptable.
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Freshwater Areas. The remaining samples were collected from freshwater sites in the watercress
farm area. COPEC concentrations in these samples were compared to freshwater TELs (Smuth et al.
1996). Concentrations of four of the PAHs (benzo(a)anthracene, benzo(a)pyrene, chrysene, and
pyrene) detected in sample D05 slightly exceed the screening values but the HQs round to 1. In
addition, criteria are lacking for several PAHs detected in sediments. Therefore the concentrations of
all LMW PAHs were totaled, and concentrations of HMW. PAHg were alse totaled. The {otal
conecentrations. were compared o their respective freshwater sereening criteria. Netther total LMW
nor HMW PAHs exceed the criteria at any of the sample locations. Therefore, risk 1o benthic
arganisms from PAHs in the offsite freshwater sediments is considered acceptable.

Lead concentrations detected in sample D-03 slightly exceed the screening value, but the HQ rounds
to 1. Risk to benthic organisms from lead in the offsite sediments is also considered acceptable.

£.2:5.5 COMPARISONS OF EPCS 10 SUIL SCREENING CGONCENTRATIONS

Soil and sediment screening concentrations presented in this section were caleulated using the
conservative  exposure and - toxdcity assumptions for Step- 2:of this SERA. The soil-screenming
concentrations are referred to as Step 2 BEeo-855Ls. The EPCs that were compared {o these values
represent maximum COPEC concentrations.

Table 7-14 lists maximum concentrations and Eco-SSLs for each soil COPEC. Also presented is a
species-specific Eco-SSL for each receptor. The HQ value for each receptor is caleulated by dividing
the maximum COPEC concentration by the COPEC-specific SSL. The Step 2 Eco-55Ls and HQ
values for the black-necked stilt are given for the sediment COPECs in Table 7-15.

Maximum lead concentrations in soils exceed the lead soil screening levels based on exposure
assumptions -that are protective of small omnivorous birds and mammals, Maximum lead
concentrations in sediments exceed the sediment sereening value based on exposure assumptions
protective of the black-necked stilt. In addition, BEPH exceeds the sediment screening value
developed to protect the stilt (HQ} = 4.

7.2.4 ‘Unceriainity Analysis

Ecological risk assessment results depend primarily on the Weight of evidence supporting particular
conclusions, and each line of evidence is subject to varying degrees of uncertainty, Due to the
complexity of ecosystems and the associated mechanisms that cause ecological stress, uncertainty in
environmental risk characterization is inevitable. Uncertainty stems from a number of sources,
mecluding but niot limited to the following:

= Sampling and statistical variability

+  Limitations of toxicity testing

= Ihfficulty of extrapolating from laboratory data to field data

= Problems in evaluating environmental responses to mixtures of contaminants

= Assumptions underlying the use of fate and transport models

¢ Range of conditions for which models or hazard indexes are applicable

Other uncertainty sources include unexpected weather conditions or sources of contamination.
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721 UNCERTAINTIES IN EXPOSURE MODBELING
Exposure modeling is a highly uncertain process throughout each step.

Estimating Exposure Concentrations. The first step in estimating uptake or intake of COPECs by
representative species is determination of the exposure concentrations of COPECs, This step depends on
several assumptions that create uncertainty, For the initial screening step (Tier 1), maximum
concentrations of COPECs in media are used. In Tier 2, the 95 percent UCL of concentrations measured
at a site are used to represent the exposure concentrations of COPECs. However, because of the relatively
few surface samples collected at the site, the maximum detected concentrations of COPECs were used.
Using the maximurmn concentration to represent exposure concentrations 15 very conservative. Moreover,
sampling is often a targeted process; that 1s, areas where the highest concentrations of chemicals are
suspected are often sampled, which will skew upward the chemical concentration data within the study
boundaries.

Other sources of uncertainty concemning the use of the maximum COPEC concentrations as a
representative EPC  include chemical biocavailability and mobility, Extraction methods used to
determine chemical concentrations in soil are rigorous and destructive; chemicals are often sorbed to
soil particles such that they may not be available to ecological receptors under normal environmental
conditions, Furthermore, chemicals, whether sorbed or free, are often mobile m soil and may migrate
off site through surface water runoff or below ground via leaching; chemical concentrations
measured in a single round of sampling represent a snapshot in time and may not represent persistent
exposure concenfrations.

All Tier 1 and Tier 2 risk estimates are based on the maximum COPEC concentration found in each
medium. This overestimated exposure results in overestimated risks.

Bioconcentration Factors, The use of bioconcentration factors in exposure madeling also presents
uncertainty. BCF, values for inorganics are based on Strenge and Peterson (1989), which were not
peer-reviewed, and the publication cites other internal references as sources of data. K, values
developed according to a regression relationship established by Travis and Arms (1988) were used to
calculate BCF, values for organics. The relationship is far from perfectly linear (r*=0.55), and it is
based largely on studies with pesticides. BCF, values for organics in other chemical classes may not
be accurately represented by this relationship. Moreover, BCF,, values were developed for terrestrial
plants, but are also used to predict uptake of COPECs from sediment by aquatic plants. Uncertainty
associated with BCF, values extends largely from the fact that they are based on a single study for
each chemical. The physical characteristics of the soil used in a study, which may affect BCF,
values, rarely match the site soil characteristics. Furthermore,; the use of surrogate chemicals was
required when BCF, values were unavailable for a particular COPEC. Finally, for both BCF, and
BCF, values, the potential for variation between species of plants and earthworms, respectively, is
unaccounted for.

Species-Specific Exposure Factors. The exposure models used to predict uptake of COPECs by the
house mouse, northern cardinal, and black-necked stilt via various pathways depend on species-
specific exposure factors that are averages and have uncertainty associated with them. These factors
include body weight; daily food and water intake; and the percentage of soil, plant, and prey material
constituting the food intake. For those same three representative species, 1t 1s assumed that there 1s
uncertainty associated with the food chain pathways, because they are dependent on BCF, and BCF,
values, The uncertainty in the plant ingestion pathway stems from the fact that BCF, values are not
species-specific and do not differentiate between various plant “upper™ paris (e.g., shoots, leaves,
seeds, berries). Thus, although the receptors tend to eat different types and parts of plants, this 1s
inconsequential in the modeling. For the prey ingestion pathway, it is assumed that an earthworm
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BCF can represent the body burden of the terrestrial prey that the house mouse and the northern
cardinal consume. In reality, the house mouse and the northern cardinal may eat other small animals
{e.g.. insects) that may bioconcentrate chemicals to a greater or lesser extent than earthworms.
Similarly, the BCF, and BCF, are not specific for the types of plants and aquatic organisms that the
black-necked stilt may consume.

Other Factors. Several other factors that the models do not account for may affect exposure of
representative species. For example, any or all of the receptors may avoid contaminated areas as a
response to the contammation; also, the house mouse and birds may avoid contaminated areas if
there is little to forage or prey on in the areas.

7242 UNCERTAINTIES IN THE ECOLOGICAL TOXICITY ASSESSMENT

The extrapolations required for generating TRVs from toxicity database are summarized below:

= Extrapolation of toxicity values measured in one species to other species {taxonomic
extrapolation}

= Extrapolation from one toxicological endpoint to another (endpoint extrapolation)

« - Extrapolation of BCF values from one chemical to another and from one taxonomic group to
another (e.g., earthworm BCF assumed-to be similarto BCF for other soil invertebrates)

Numerical uncertainty  factors were applied when conducting some of these extrapolations.
Uncertainty exists in the value of these factors, as they are not based on any scientific study but
rather are conservative estimates. Regulatory guidance is provided for only some of the uncertainty
factors used.

Other sources of uncertainty are present that were not dealt with using numerical uncertamty factors.
For one, it has long been recognized that laboratory studies used as a basis for generating TRVs may
not accurately represent the complexities of potential exposure under field conditions. In addition,
some studies that were used to generate TRVs were not ¢hronic in nature, It 1g difficulf to mterpret
the potential for long-term ecological effects from acute or subchronic studies.

The studies used to support the TRV for lead ingestion demonstrated adverse effects at very low
concentration in- the laboratory. When these Jow TRVs are used to back caloulate, Eeo-88L or
cleanup- goals as'low as 0.07 me/ke result. This concentration is three orders of magnitude below
background-concentrations common in soils throughout the continental United States {Conners and
Shacklette 1975); therefore, the lead screening level is considered sxtremely conservative,

Finally, toxicological studies on which TRVs are based deal with a single chemical; effects of
simultaneous exposure to multiple contaminants were not addressed.

7.2.4.3 UNCERTAINTY IN THE HAZARD QUIOTIENT METHOD

The use of HQs for the assessment of risk presents some level of uncertamnty, First and foremost,
calculation of an HQ 1s based on exposure modeling and development of TRVs, two exercises that
have uncertainty in and of themselves. Second, it is assumed that HOs for individual chemicals are
additive. Although the endpoints measured in most toxicological studies used to generate TRVs were
the same (development/reproduction/survival), the effects of simultaneous exposure to multiple
contaminants may be synergistic or antagonistic (1.e,; not necessarily additive}.
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7244 UNCERTAINTIER ASSOCIATED WITH ECO-58LS

Eco-S5Ls are only as accurate as the exposure and toxicity information used to calculate them. Many
of the uncertainties described for the exposure modeling, toxicity assessment, and HQ method also
describe uncertainties associated with the Eco-88L calculations, For example, for some chemicals,
BCF, and BCF, data were not available. In such instances, pathways for which these variables are
required to calculate exposure were not included in the chemical- and receptor-specific Feo-SSL
calculations; thus, the Eco-85Ls presented may be overestimated (i.¢., less conservative). However,
overly conservative assumptions in the exposure assessment and the toxicity assessment (e.g.
dividing toxicological benchmarks by numerical uncertainty factors) may compensate for
overestimated Eco-S8Ls,

7245 UNCERTAINTIES ASSOCIATED WITH SCREENING AGAINST SURFACE WATER CRITERIA

Uncertainties in using surface water screening criteria arise due 1o the lack of screening criteria for
many COPECs. Although three different sources were used for screening values (Hawaii Chronic
WOSs, NRWQUC, and Great Lakes Tier 23, there are still 2 number of COPECs for which there are no
screening values, and therefore, risk to receptors remains uncertain,

In marine surface water, the following COPECs are without screening values:

¢ Benzo{a)anthracene = Benzo(kiluoranthene » - Dibenzo(a h)anthracene
= Benzo(b){luoranthene s Chrysene ¢ Indeno(l.2 3 pvrene
* Benzo(g hijperviene #  Diavoctylphthalate = Pyrene

These COPECs were all detected in the marine water samples collected at this site. Risk associnted
with exposure to these individual COPECs cannot be quantified for aquatic life in these surface waters.

The same uncertainties are associated with freshwater screening criteria. COPECs that were detected in
fresh surface water samples but for which there are no screening criteria available are as follows:

*  Benzo(a)anthracene » Chrysene = 2-Nitrophenol
= - Benzo{b)fluoranthens = Disncoctylphthalate *  Phenanthrene
* Benzo(gh,)perylene = Fluoranthene #=  Pyrene

= Benzo{k)luoranthene * Indeno(l,2.3)pyrene

Risk to freshwater aquatic life associated with exposure to these individual COPECs camnot be
quantified.

7.2.4.6 LINCERTAINTIES ASSOCIATED WITH SCREENING AGAINST SEDIMENT SCREENING CRITERIA

Uncertainties in using sediment screening criteria arise due to the lack of screening criteria for many
COPECs.

COPECs that were detected in freshwater sediment samples but for which there are no screening
criteria available are as follows:
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= Acetone =  Benzo(k)}fluoranthene «  Indeno(1,2,3)pyrene
= Anthracene ¢ 4-Bromophenyl-phenylether *  2-Nitrophenol

+ BEHP = 2-Butanone ¢ Phenol

« " Benzo(b)fluoranthene ¢ Carbon disulfide

* Benzo(g,h,i)perylene » Diethylphthalate

Risk to freshwater benthic organisms from these COPECs cannot be quantified. However, the PAIs
can be segregated into LMW and HMW proups, and the total concentrations in each molecular
weight category can be compared to group screening criteria,

In marine sediment, the following COPECs are without screening values:

* Acetone = Benzo(gh)perylene = Diethylphthalate

# 2-butanone *  Benzo(k)fluoranthene = Indeno(1.2,3)pyrene
« Carbon disulfide * BEHP = Phenol

* Benzo(b)fluoranthene « d-bromophenyl-phenylether

These COPECs were all detected in the estuarine sediment samples taken at this site, but risk to the
benthic organisms that utilize these sediments cannot be quantified. The same uncertainties are
associated with estuarine sediment screening criteria as with freshwater eritenia; however; there are
no criteria for PAH-molecular-weight groups. In this case, the total PAH concentrations in each
molecular weight group were compared to freshwater screening values, There is uncertainty in using
freshwater eriteria for saltwater samples,

7.2.5 Risk Characterization

The HQ methodology results in an estimate of the potential for adverse effects based on couservative
assumptions. To better define the potential for adverse efifects to ecological receptors, the potential
for risk nieeds to be examined in light of the identified uncertainties:

HQ and HQ pathway sum values for each receptor at the site ar¢ presented in Appendix 0.3, The
risk tables also show contributions of individual chemical HQ values to each HQ,,. Pathway risks
are summarized in Table 7-16, Table 7-17, Table 7-18, and Table 7-19.

Table 7-16: Summary of Surface Soll Exposure Pathway HO Values for Representative Species
{Step 2}

Cherrical House Mouse™ Northern Cardinal ®

Lead BE+02 2E+02

? Screening HO based on maximum detecled COPEC concentrations,
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Table 7-17: Summary of Sediment Exposure Pathway HQ Values for Representative Species (Step 2)

Black-Necked 8iilt

Chemical Marine ® Freshwater®
Lead 2E402 2E+02
BEHP 4E+00 i

Screening MG based on maxmum detecied COPEC concenirations.
e = HGE value not above 1 inthis medium

Table 7-18: Summary of Surface Water Exposure Pathway HG Values that Exceed One for the
Protection of Aguatic Life

Aquatic Life
Chermical Marine * Freshwater *
Lead 1E+01 AE+01
Benzol{ajanihracene 4E+02 NS
Benzolajpyrene 8E+02 NS
Fluoranthene 2E+00 HE+00
Phenanthrene JEHD 2E+00

NS = no screening values gvailable for COPEC in this mediurmy,
¥ Screening HO based on aximum delected COPEC concentrations.

Table 7-49: Summary of Sediment Exposure Pathway HQ Values that Exceed One for the Protection of
Benthic Organisms

Benthic Organisms
Chernical Marine Freshwater
Lead 1E+00 1E+00
Benzo(ajantiracens o 1E+00
Benzola)pyrene o 2E+00
Chrysene — 1E+00
Pyrene e 1E+00

Note: Screening HQ based on maximum detected COPEC concentralions,
w22 MO value not above 1 in this medivm,

Risk to Ecological Receptors. HQ values for lead for the house mouse and northern cardinal exceed 1
for soil exposure pathways, HQ values for lead and BEHP for the black-necked stilt exceed 1 for
sediment exposure pathways. This indicates a potential for adverse effects from exposure to site lead
and BEHP contamination through the food chain. The risk to vertebrate receptors is considered
unacceptable. The major tisk drivers for the representative species are lead in soil and sediment and
BEHP in sediment.

HQ values for aquatic organisms through surface water exposure exceed 1 for lead and four PAHs in
marine surface waters, and lead and phenanthrene in fresh surface waters. One PAH (benzo(a)pyrene)

in freshwater sedirments shows risk to benthic organisms. Sereening risk to the aquatic and benthic
communities is considered unacceptable.
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7.2.6 Conclusions

The quantitative effects assessment and subsequent sereening risk characterization indicate the
following:

» The risk to representative birds is unacceptable based on the Step 2 screeming assumptions,

»  The risk to representative mammals is unacceptable based on the Step 2 screening
assumptions.

= The risk to aquatic life is unacceptable based on the Step 2 screening assumptions.

71.2.7 Tier 1, Step 2 Exit Criteria and Scientific/Management Decision Point
Two outcomes are possible at this point in the SERA:

1. The site passes the screening risk assessment. There is either an absence of complete
exposure pathways, or all COPECs in all affected media are below screening concentrations
{no-HQ values exceed 1} Because of the conservative nature of the screening process; it is
very unlikely that the site is a risk to ecological resources and the site is referred to No
Further Action from the standpoint of ecological risk.

2. The site fails the screening risk assessment. The site must have complete exposure pathways
and one or more COPECs in one or more media exceed their respective screening values (HQ
exceeds 1), The evaluation proceeds to Step 3a to refine exposure assumptions to more
closely reflect actual site conditions:

Although migration pathways from the EJFDF to the offsite area are considered incomplete,
exposure pathways within the offsite area are complete and some of the calculated HQ values exceed
1; therefore, the evaluation of risk to wildlife is carried to Tier 2, Step 3a for further consideration.

7.3 Tier 2, STEP 34~ BITE-SPECIFIC REFINEMENT OF SOREENING ERA

A screening ecological risk assessment was prepared as part of the Phase [ RI for the EJFDF area.
The results indicated acceptable risk to onsite and offsite ccological receptors: The
scientific/management decision point (SMDP) for the Phase 1 SERA indicated unacceptable
uncertainty in the exposure assumptions used to assess risk to offsite receptors, The Phase I RI was
conduscted to- remove as much of the uncertainty associated with offsite exposure pathways as
possible (for both human health and ecological risk). As part of the Phase II ecological risk
assessment, the new analytical data from Phase II RI was first screened against media screening
values to focus on those COPECs that may represent an unacceptable risk to ecological receptors.
This Tier 2 ERA further considers those COPECs and media that did not pass the Tier 1 screening
process.

Step 3a in a Navy Tier 2 ERA involves refining assumptions made in Tier 1, Step 2 to arrive at a
more realistic estimation of risk. This step is divided nto four parts: refinement of exposure
assumptions, refinement of risk calculations, refined risk characterization, and conclusions and
recommendations,

7:3.7 Refinement of Exposures Assumptions

Differences between exposure assumptions made in Tier 1 and Tier 2 are summarized in Table 7-20.
In general, the assumptions made in Tier 2, Step 3a are less conservative but more accurate in ferms
of modeling exposure and ultimately in predicting nisk.
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Table 7-20: Differences between Exposure Assumplions made in Tier 1 and Tier 2

Farameler

Tier 1, Step 2 Assumption

Tier 2, Step 3a Assumption

Exposure point

The madmum detected concentiation of sach

Because of small sample size, the assumption of

concentration COPEC was used, gxposure fo maximum COPEC concantrations in

{EPC) site media was nof changed. This leads toan
overestimation of risk,

Body weight A body weight at the low-end of the species’ A mean body weight was used for upland

fange of body weights was used 1o maximize
gxposure estimations,

species. Since young stills may feed in the
watercress paddies unce they can fly, the low-
end body weight was relained for the stilt
exposure estimates,

ingestion rate

Aningestionrate comesponding lo the body
weight was used. (Ingestion rates were derived
from body weighls using allomnetric equations.)

A mean ingestion fate was used for upland
speciss, A maximun food intake was retained
for the stit exposure estimatas,

Digt partiioning Soll, plant, and animal fractions of the diet were Literature-derived estimates of soll, plant, and
factar (PDF) estimated to.be 0.02, 0.5, and 0.5, respectively, animal fractions in the diet were used. The sum
for the mouse and the cardinal. These fractions of the fractions was 1. Values are presenied in
total 1.02, which means effectively that 2% more | Teble 7-8
tharr the gspeciss’ total daily intake was
consumed daily:
Site-use factor Assumed to be 1, species spends 100% of ils Calculated by dividing the conlaminaled site
{(8UF} time within the contaminated area. area by the furaging range of the species. Due lo

the dispersed nature of the habitat, a BUF of 1
was used in the refinement step. This will lead o
an overestimation of risk to the still, which has a
foraging-area of approximately 24 heclares,

Note: Applies to house mouse, northern cardingl, and black-necked stilt representalive species,

7.3.2 Refinement of Risk Calculations

HQ values were recalculated for vertebrate representative species and all exposure pathways using
the refined exposure assumptions. The results are presented in Appendix O.4 and summarized in
Table 7-21 and Table 7-22. HQ values for aquatic life and benthic organisms were not included in
the Tier 2 refinement step.

Table 7-21: Summary of Surface Soil Exposure Pathway HU Values for Representative Species
{Step 3a)

Chemical Houge Mouse Mortherm Cardinal

Lead 3E+D2 TE+02

Table 7-22: Bummary of Sediment Exposure Pathway HQ Values for the Black-Necked Stilt (Step 3a)

Black-Necked Stilt

Chemical Freshwaler Marine
Lead 1E+02 1E+02
BEHP e 3E+00

— 2= HQI value not gbove 1:inthis medium

7.3.3- Refined Risk Characterization

Risk to Ecological Receptors. Based on the refined exposure assumptions, HQ values for the house
touse, and the northem cardinal still exceed unity for lead. The refinement did not mclude yse of an
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8. ARARs AND TBCs

Applicable or relevant and appropriate requirement (ARARs) and to-be-considered (TBC) criteria
were used to-assess the nature and extent of EJFDE investigation srea contamination and evaluate
the need for a response action. ARARs and TBCs were identified in accordance with the
Navy/Marine Corps Installation Restoration Manual (DON 1997). According to the manual, all
actions at installation restoration sites shall comply with the following:

* Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA)

= Superfund Amendments and Reatthorization Act (SARA)
= National Ol and Harardous Substances Contingency Plan (NCP)

ARARs. Section 121(d) of SARA and the NCP require that CERCLA response actions comply with
federal ARARs, or state ARARs if these requirements are more stringent or site-specific than federal
requirements, Under CERCLA Section 121(d)(2), federal ARARs for a remedial action may include
requirements promulgated by any of the federal environmental laws (e.g., Clean Air Act [CAA]L
Clean Water Act [CWA] SDWA). State ARARs may include requirements promulgated under state
environmental or facility siting laws that are more stringent or site-specific than federal ARARs, and
that have been wdentified to the Navy (as the lead agency) by the state in a timely manner, according
to 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR}Y300.400(g){4).

A requirement may be either “applicable™ or “relevant and appropriate.” Applicable requirements
are promulgated federal or siate substantive cleanup standards, standards of control, or requirements
that meet all jurisdictional prerequisites and fully address the circumstances at the site or the
proposed response action. Applicable requirements are identified on a site-specific basis. To be an
applicable requirement, a statute or regulation must specify the following:

» . The entity subject to regulatory authority
¢ The types of activities that are directed or prohibited
¢ The substances or activities the requirement is authorized to regulate

» The time period for which the statute or regulation 1s in effect

Requirements that are not applicable may be relevant and appropriate. Only substantive
environmental requirements from promulgated federal or state laws may be identified as relevant
and appropriate. A two-step process is applied to determing whether a requirement is relevant and
appropriate:

1. To determine relevance, the proposed remedial action, location, or chemicals covered by the
requirement are compared with conditions at the site, release, or potential remedy. A
requirement is relevant if the 